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{iPERROR IN STATEMENT OF STATE EXPENSES. 


Inthe RecisTeEr of the 15th May, page 165, of 


this 


yolume, we inserted a table from the Tuwusculoosa 
Monitor, purporting to give the expenses—execu- 
tive, legislative and judiciary—of the several states 


ofthe anion. The data from which that table 


was 


compressed, in some instances at least, must have 


been very erroneous—or not very recent. 


| state of Maryland, for instance, is pat down— 





For executive $10,950 
Judiciary é 23,300 
Legislative . 15,840 

$50,090 


The 


Whereas the treasurer’s report, for 1840, shows 


The executive 
Judiciary 
Legislative 


$14,682 43 
. 40,522 35 
60,632 01 





$115,836 79 


- that he paid for—civil officers, who may be termed 


Some of the other states, we fear, are inserted in 


that table with as little claim to accuracy. 





NATIONAL AFFAIRS. 


the advice and consent of the senate. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS, 


| APPOINTMENTS BY TITE PRESIDENT, by and with 


James Hunter, Savannah, Georgia, vice Abraham 


. B. Fanning, removed. 


Joseph C, Noyes, Passamaquoddy, Maine, 
Su'livan R. Rowson, removed. 

Joon M. Hale, Frenchman's Bay, Maine, 
Edward S, Jarvis, removed. 


vice 


vice 


Ciaries J. Abbott, Penobscot, Maine, vice Row- 


land H. Bridghaim, re noved. 


William B. Smith, Machias, Maine, vice William 


Brown, removed. 


George ‘Thatcher, Belfast, Maine, vice Nathaniel 


| M, Lowrey, removed. 


George Allen, Waldboro’, Maine, vice Denny 


| McCob, removed. 


Willian Coad, St. Mary’s, Maryland, vice James 


| W. Roach, removed. 


Arnold Naudain, Wilmington, Delaware, 


Henry Whitely, removed. 


Nathaniel F. Williams, Baltimore, Maryland, 


William Frick, re;inoved. 


vice 


vice 


Levi Lincoln, Boston, Massachusetts, vice George 


Bancroft, resigned. 


Janes Perrine, Mobile, Alaba na, vice J, B, 


| 88n, removed. 


Ho- 


Jonathag Roberts, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 


Vice GalviniBlythe, resigned. 


"1" 


*omas Gibbs Morgan, New Orleans, Louisiana, 


vi > ; . . . 
ice Dennis Pricur, reinoved, 


Willis He Arnold, Pear] River, Mississippi, 
Saac W., Jewitt, removed. 


vice 


Thomas J. Charlt mm, Edeston, North Carolina, 


|v 
| ‘ice Robert M. Noxen, removed. 


William ©, Lord, ‘Wilmington, North Carolina, 


ie Lewis H, Marsteller, removed. 


Vor. X—Sre. 18. 





NAVAL OFFICERS. 
Martin Durlaide, New Orleans, Louisiana, vice 
Henry D. Peire, removed. 
Isaac P. Davis, Buston, Massachusetts, vice Isaac 
O. Barnes, removed, 


SURVEYORS. 

Silowith 8. Whipple, Eastport, Maine, vice Ezo- 
kiel Foster, removed, 

Bazelleel Cushman, Portland, Maine, vice Stephen 
W. Eaton, removed. 

William Floyd, Town Creek, Maryland, vice 
James R. Thompson, removed. 

J. Washington T'yson, Philadelphia, vice George 
W.. Ritter, renoved. ! 

John Willock, Pittsburg, vice Robert H. Kerr, 
removed. 

Isaiah Wing, Cincinnati, Ohio, vice J. B. War- 
ren, removed. 

Philip J. Gray, Camden, New Jersey, vice Morris 
Crovall, removed. 

APPRAISERS. 

Richard Coe, Philadelphia, vice Henry Simpson, 
removed. 

Samuel Spackman, Philadelphia, vice Thomas 
Stewart, removed. 

Abraham Inskeep, New Orleans, Louisiana, vice 
Shelden S, Clark, resigned. 

LAND OFFICERS. 
Registers. 

‘Thomas Scott, Chilicothe, Ohio, vice James S. 
McGinnis. 

Hiram Decker, Vinceunes, Indiana, vice A. Ba- 
dolet. 

Josiah D. Weston, Muscoday, Wisconsin Terri- 
tory, vice John V. Ingersoll. 

James Watson Riley, Lima, Ohio, vice John P 
Helfenstein. 

Henry Harrison, Dubuque, Iowa, vice Benjamin 
R. Petriken. 

Garret Elkin, Springfield, [linois, vice Marvel- 
lous Eastham, 

William Ross, Burlington, fowa, vice Enos Lowe. 

Paraclete Potter, Milwaukee, Wisconsin Terri- 
tory, vice A. B, Merton. 

James Scott, Jeffersonville, Indiana, vice Mason 
J. Hurell. 

Receivers, 

Daniel G. Garasey, Dixon, Illinois, vice John 
Dement. 

John Beard, Crawfordsville, Indiana, vice Marks 
Crume. 

Ralph Guild, Jackson, Missouri, vice Felix G, 
Allen. 

Stoddard Judd, Green Bay, Wisconsin Territory, 
vice L 3S. Pease. 

Joseph C. Hawkins, Burlington, Towa, vice Ver- 
plank Van Antwerp. 

Levi Sterling, Muscoday, Wisconsin Territory, 
vice Paschal Bequette. 





Norta xast Bpounnary sunver. The N. Y. 
Commercial says: «Il he accuracy of col. Bouchette’s 
survey of 1817, has been questioned by the report 
of Messrs. Featherstorhaugh and Mudge; but in a 
recent elaborate report on the subject of the bounda- 
ry. col. B. not only vindicates the correctness of his 
operation, but establishes the total incongruity and 
fallacy of the statement of Mr. Featherstonhaugh. 
The report is, we understand, now in the hands of 
her trajesty’s ministers. 

This paragraph appears as‘a note to a biographical 
sketch of col. Bouchette, in a late Quebec Gazette. 
We suppose there never was a mofe unworthy, de-| 


ceptive and untrue public document than that same 
Mr. Featherstonhaugh’s report; certainly never was 
one more speedily and effectually annihilated by 
demonstration of utter worthlessness. Even the 
English papers seem to have soon become ashamed 
of it. Since the first week or two after its produc- 
tion in parliament we have never seen it quoted or 
even mentioued.” 

The Commercial does not place too low an esti- 
mate upon the report of Mr. Featherstonhaugh.— 
Mr. F. never put foot upon much more than a tithe 
of the territory which he disposes of in his report 
with a mere dash of the pen. It must have disgust- 
ed every honorable Englishman, and is regarded as 
iniquitous and ridiculous in the United Stetes. 


Poputation or THE Unirep States. The fol- 
lowing table was furnished tu the senate by the 
secretary of state, in obedience to & resolution of that 
body: 

Statement showing the aggregate in the population 
of the several states and territories and tn the 
District of Columbia under the last census, dis- 
tinguishing the number of whites, free persons 
of color, and all other persons, as nearly as can 
be ascertained at this time. 
























































Ba | ae + oe te 
—— aie Sek &. | =: - 
SE | eS |88| 88 3 
As = & “tt on of & 
Maine 500,438] 1,358 501,793 
N.Ham.| 284,036 537 1} 284,574 
Mass. 729,030) 8,668 ] 737,699 
R. Islazd| 105,587) 3,238 6 108,830 
Conn. 301,856} 8,105 17, 309,948 
Vermont 291,218 73C 291,948 
N. York | 2,378,89C; 50,027 4| 2,428,921 
N. Jersey} 351,588] 21,044 674| 373,308 
Penn. | 1,676,115] 47,854 64| 1,724,033 
Delaware 58,561) 16,919 2,605 78,085 
Maryl'd | 317,717] 62,02¢| 89,495] 469,232 
Virginia 740,96&| 49,842) 448,987! 1,239,797 
N. Car. 484,87€| 22,732) 245,817 753,419 
S. Car. 259,084| 8,276] 327,03§| 594,398 
Georgia | 407,695| 2,753) 280,844 691,392 
Alabama 335,185} 2,039) 253,53* 590,756 
Miss. 179,074| 1,366) 195,21:| 375,651 
Louis’a 153.982) 24,368 165,21£| 344,570 
Tenn. 640,627; 5,524) 183,05! 829,510 
Kent’y 587,54%| 7,308; 182,072] 776,923 
Ohio 1,502,122! 17,342 €} 1,519,467 
Indiana | 673,696) 7,165) =| 685,866 
Illinois 472,354, 3,595) 33) 476,1&3 
Missouri] 323,888| 1,574| 58,241! 383,702 
Arkansa:| 77,174| 465 19,93f] 97,574 
| Mich, 211,566 707 212,267 
| Flo. Ter 27,728 820 25,559 54,107 
Wis. do. 30,566 17§ & 30,752 
lowa do. 42,864) 15° 1g 43,035 
D.of Col.|  30,657| 4,361) 4,694] 43,712 
14.181,57F | 386,069) 2,483,53¢|17,051,180 
17,051,180 
Lafayette Parish, Louisiana, not includ- 
ed in the above 7,832 
Estimated population of Carter county, 
Kentucky, not included 3,000 
17,062,012 
Seamen in the service of the United . 
« States June |, 1840 ~~ 100 
Total population of the U. States 17.08@.11 
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ComMMERCE AND NavigaTION or THe Uniten 
Sratres. The Madisonian learns from the annua 
statement of tlie commerce and navigation of the 
United States, communicated to the senate by the 
secretary of the treasury, that the imports during 
the year 1840 amounted to $107,141,519, of which 
there.wore.imported in. Awerican..vessels $92,802,- 
352, and in foreign vessels $14,339,167. 

The xxronts during the-same year amounted to 
$132,085, of which $113,895,634 were ot domestic, 
anc $18,190,312 of foreign articles. Of domestic 
articles, $12,030,898 were exported in American 
vessels, and $21,864,736 in foreign vessels, (f 
the foreign articles, $13,591,359 were exported in 
American vessels, and $4,598,953 in foreign vessels. 

Shipping. During the same year 1,576,946 tons 
of American shipping entered, and 1,646,000 tons 
cleared from the ports of the United States. Of 
foreign shipping, 712,363 tons entered, and 706,484 
tons cleared during the same period. 
District tonnage. The registered ton- 

nage for the year is stated at 
Enrolled and licensed tonnage, at 
And fishing vessels at 


899,764 
1,176,694 
104,304 
2,180,76 
Tons employed in the whale fishery, 136,926 
Tonnage of shipping built. The total tonnage 
of shipping built in the United States, during the 
year ending on the 30th of September, 1840, 
amounted to— 
Registered, 
Enrolled, 


Tons, 


56,121 
62,187 


118,309 


_—_-_--- --o 


Tons, 


COMPARISON OF IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 
Amount of exports as abovo stated, $12,085,946 
Amount of imports do 107,141,519 





Excess of exports over imports. $24,944,429 





ARMY. 

Col. Worth in Florida. This officer, who has 
just taken command in Florida, has issued an order 
suspending all negotiations with the Indians, and re- 
voking all passports, except, we suppose, a libe from 
Harney, The Savannah Republican, in noticing 
his urrival in the territory, says:—«Col. Worti com- 
mences his campaign at a most inauspicious season, 
surrounded by all the difficulties with which his pre- 
decessors have contended, with no less than 1206 
men sick and the number increasing. Under these 
circumstances it would be unreasonsable to expect 
much for the present, for it should be remembered 
that those soldiers who sicken at this season are al- 
most invariably disqualified from doing more than 
garrison duty for the remainder of the summer.-— 
The experience of the five last years abundantly 
proves this assertion.” 


WAVY. 

The U.S. ship Ohio and Preble sailed from Toulon 
on the 8th inst., the former for the United States— 
the latter for Mahon. 

The general naval court martial convened at the 
navy yard, Brodklyn, on the 4th instant, adjourned 
on the 10th. ‘che person tried was Henry Gar- 
burth, leader of the band of the ship North Carolina, 
on charges of «disobedience of orders” and «muti- 
nous conduct.” 

The court was composed of the following officers: 
captains M. C. Perry, (president,) Benjamin Cooper, 
William D. Salter, commanders Silas H. Stringham, 
Hiram Paulding, J. D. ‘Williamson, Jas. McIntosh, 
Phil, Hamilton, judge advocate. , 

United States exploring squadron. The New 
York Journal of Commerce says:—The United 
States naval lyceum will forwerd letter bags for the 
United States exploring squadron in a tew days.— 





Letters, postage being paid to New York, will be 
taken from the post office and duly forwarded. - 
The Rasselas, at Boston, from river of Plate, 
touched off Montevideo 3d ult., and reports U.S. 
ship Concord, capt. Boerum, all well. The R. left 


at Buenos. Ayres, April 29, U. S. schooner Enter- | 


prise, commander Goldsborough, all well. 

Lieut. Hunter's invention. The Germ. Weno- 
tice with great gratification the arrival at the navy 
yard in this city, of the experimental. steam-vessel 
of lieut. Hunter in thirty-two hours from Norfolk. 

The Germ, as she is most appropriately named, 
is propelled by lieut. Hunter’s submerged propellers, 
of which our readers have before seen some notice 
taken in our columns. 

We cannot too highly estimate the value of such 
an invention as this, and of that of Ericson, recently 
tested on the ship Neptune on her passage outward 
to Havana and homewards, Should they prove suc-' 
cessful, as we have for sume time past believed they 
would, their value to the nation as a means of extia- 
guishing effectually the whole steam armament of 
the ordinary construction of any nation which may 
attack us, will be beyond computation, 

‘loo much credit cannot be given to the secretary 
of the navy for the prompt manner in which he has 
sought to secure to the country the benefits of these 
inventions, by sending an experienced naval con- 
structor (Mr. Rhodes) to New York immediately af- 
ter tho return there of the Neptune, that he might 
possess himself of the facts relative to the operations 
of Ericson’s propellers during her trip, and by the 
means adopted to bring intu the public servica the 
invention of lieut. Hunter. 

The Germ performed the trip from Gosport yard 
to Washington in 32 hours, a distance of two hun- 
dred and forty miles, or thereabouts—and making 
at times nine miles per hour. 

This is but a germ, it is believed, of what she can 
do. The invention, it is believed, will also prove 
invaluable 1o the inland commerce of the country, 
as no greater wake or swell is produced by the action 
of this propeller than by the motion of an ordinary 
boat, propelled by sails or otherwise, at the same 
speed. 

‘he Germ is believed to be the smallest steam 
vessel ever sent to sea, being of but 9 fect beam at 
the water line, and of 50 feet in length, deawing but 
2 feet water, and possessing 6 horse power. Her 
propellers are 5 feet in diametar, superficies of each 
paddle 4 a square foot. 

In passing through Hampton Roads against a 
heavy head sea and in the face of a strong N. E. 
blow, her engine performed the usual number of re- 
volutions, and worked as steadily as in smooth water, 
giving conclusive proof of the safety and fit adapta- 
tion of these propellers for sea navigation, 

The well established fact, that the speed of a ves- 
sel is accelerated by an increased diametar of the 
paddle wheels, leaves no doubt that a vesse! on jieut. 
Hunter’s plan may be propelled as rapidly as one of 
equal size by the propellers now in common use. 

This little steamer is indeed a “germ” of great 
promise, It was presented to the notice of the hon. 
secretary of the navy soon after he assumed the 
duties of his office in March last, and by his char- 
acteristic discrimination and promptness of action, 
he has, within the short period of three months, at 
trifling expense to the country, constructed and put 
in operation this vessel, and thereby practically tes- 
ted this important invention. { Madisonian. 


Steam revenue cutters. The Boston Daily Adver- 
tiser is strongly urging the propriety of employing 
steam cutters in the revenue service, and adduces 
an ample list of instances in which that species of 
vessels could have rendered most important, nay in- 
valuable services in the cause of humanity, and been 
instrumental in saving not only life but property to 
an immense amount. There can be no doubt that 
the Advertiser is right, and none whatever, that its 


serving that, as a member of the committee on {o. 


‘should offer some remarks on the subject Which 


————. 
DEBATE ON THE McLEOD Case. } 


IN SENATE, THURSDAY, JUNE 10. 
The question before the senate being the motio, | 
of Mr. Rives, to refer so much of the president, 
message as relates to our foreign atfairs to the ly 
mittee on foreign affairs, and Mr. Buchanan hayj), 
concluded his remarks on the subject— cy 
“Mr. Rives tose in reply, and commenced by o}, 


ap BER tee he ibaa, 


See 


<> 


reign relations, it was fit and necessary that h, 


had thus been urged on the notice of the senate — 
Nothing could present a more striking exawple of 
the tendency of all subjects discussed 1n our public 
bodies to assumea party character, than the remarky 
of the honorable senator from Pennsylvania, (M, 
Buchanan), which had just been submitted to th, 
senate. The gentleman had commenced by a dig, 
claimer—most honestly uttered, Mr. R. had ny B 
doubt—of the influence of any thing like party fee). 
ings in what he should say; and yet he had hardly B 
entered upon the threshold of his subject, when the 


laseanetadetn Sie Sede OPE oak! 


Ra Ae 


habitual. and unconscious. bias of a party man, a 


the senator frankly avowed himself to be, exhibiteg 
itself in a manner too unequivocal to be mistaken, 

All who have-had occasion to treat, in otir levis. 
lative halls, questions such as that now presente; 
to the notice of the senate, must have felt how dij. 
ficult it often is to reconcile the impulses of a 


| American spirit with the measure and resery 


which might seen to be due to the natural suscepti. 
bilities of foreign powers. In the view taken by 
the honorable gentleman of the aggravated charac. 
ter of the outrage perpetrated in the destruction of 
the **‘Caroline,” Mr. R. said he heartily concurred, 
The gentleman had not uttered a word in reproba. F 
tion of that transaction to which his heart and his 
judgment did not respond. But the very terins i; 
which the senator denounced and characterised the 
aggression, made it a national wrong, to be redress. 


siting the responsibilities of this public offence m 
the head of such an instrument as Alex. McLeod, 
if, indeed, he were at all an actor in the scene, a 





Mr. Rives said he should endeavor, in the outset, 
to recall the discussion to its true merits—to the 
question of international law, which the senator 
from Pennsylvania had adverted to only in the 
close of his remarks. He should place it in the 
foreground of the argument, becanse by it only can 
the conduct of the adininistration, in the particularit 
which it is now impugned, be fairly tried and judy. 
ed. He would not go back to recapitulate the his. 
tory of the controversy respecting the destruction of 
the Caroline, further than to show the new position 
which the question assumed immediately upon the 
accession of the present administration to power. 

This unwarrantable outrage, involving a violatic 
of the national sovereignty over our territory, # 
well as the destruction of the lives and propertly oF 
American citizens, wes coinmitted in Decembe,— 
1837, and aroused a general feeling of indignation — 
throughout the union. Our minister at London, 
under the instructions of the government here, a F 
dressed, in May, 1838, a representation to the Bri 
tish governinent on the subject, to obtain a “dia & 
vowal and disapproval of the act, and also such "% 
dress as the nature of the case required.” Notwil! 
standing the enormity of the outrage, as painted! 
this very communication of our minister at Londo, 
drawn up in conformity to instructions from Wash 
ington, the late administration, the senator’s pollll'E 
cal friends, in whom he thinks there was no wani 4 
energy in prosecuting the demand for redress, acl'f 
ally slept over this national injury from May, 18% 
to March, 1841, when they went out of power! And 
so profound was their slumber that, in a late debult 
in the house of commons, the British secretary ° 
state for colonial affairs (lord John Russell) stated 
that the complaint of the American governmeliy 
was, for a long period, considered as dropped. It") | 
true, that Mr. Stevenson, who could not but fell) 
the awkward contrast between the lofty tone of ti 
communication to lord Palmerston, in May, 18% 
and the patient acquiescence which followed We 
long continued silence of the British governmery ; 
did, in July, 1839, write to Mr. Forsyth to know! 
he should renew the subject with lord Palmeisto! 
and, if so, the degree of urgency he should adop 
To which Mr. Forsyth replied no; ‘‘the presidel 
expects, from the TonE of Mr. Fox’s conve‘) | 
TION, that the British government will answer 7 
application in the case, WITHOUT MUCH deca | 
DELAY.” But,in point of fact, no answer w : 
given by the British government down to the p®) © 
od of the late administration’s exit from power CH 

All this while, then, the destruction of the‘ id 
roline’’ stood unexplained ond unavowed by the r 7 
tish government, and there was nothing of @¢ 
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suggestions should bé adopted by the Government. 


clusive nature to determine, whether it wes ‘°° 
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there is every reason to believe he was not. 5 
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- yjewed a3 an authorised act of an individual or as | military and naval force, done under your authority. | “Government would be impracticable, if every one 

> the public act of the British authorities. In this| Henceforward McLeod and others, who acted un- | of its instruments were to weigh its commands,” 
onf state of things, MeLeod, in Noveinber last, came|der your orders, must stand excused in the eye of | &.—Vattel, b. iii, c. 11, sec. 187. 
3  jnto the state of New York, and having, from his} the law. Let the courts, in the exercise of the ju- In this passage, both the rule and the reason of 
~ idle, and, as is now universally believed, false| risdiction which of right belongs to them, allow his | it, respecting the immunity from individual respon- 
ng poasts, incurred the suspicion of having been a| plea of immunity and discharge; but we hold you sibility of persons employed in military operations, 

uilty and conspicuous actor in the destruction of| responsible in his place, through all those modes of| are laid down in the most comprehensive terms.— 

b. F =the Caroline, he was arrested and indicted upon a| international redress which the code of nations has | They are regarded as mere instruments in the hands 
0. charge of murder and arson, Mr. Fox, on the 18th| provided for the prosecution or vindication of na- | of the sovereign or superior authorities; as much so, 
he of December, demanded of the government of the| tional rights. ‘The American peuple,” (and here, | in effect,as the bayonets they ply or the canvon 
ch & _‘V. States the liberation of McLeod, on the ground | said Mr. R. I use in part, the very words of the an-| they discharge. The rule, too, is expressed in 
~f «that the destruction of the steamboat Caroline is | swer returned by the secretary of state), “not dis-j| terms so large and comprehensive as to apply to 
off well known to have deen a public act of persons in| trustful of their ability to redress public wrongs by| every kind of war, in regard to its character for jus- 
lic B = her majesly’s service obeying the order of their supe-| public means,”’ is incapable of the poor revenge of| tice, and to every degree of war, in respect to for- 
ks vior authorities.”” Their demand was refused, be-| pursuing an individual for a national offence, in| mality, duration and extent. There are many 
Ir, cause the government of the U. States had'no right} which he was but the instrument of his government. | forms and varieties of the state of war. In general, 
he tointertere with the judicial tribunals of N. York, Mr. Rives appealed to the senate—to the senti-| a declaration of war is required, to constitute a so- 
is B® which had taken cognizance of the case; and inre-} ment of American pride—to that Roman spirit | lemn or formal war. But “defensive war requires 
no ff gard to the declaration of ‘Mr, Fox, Mr. Forsyth which, he believed yet survived in the bosoms of| no declaration, nor even, on urgent occasions, an 
el. stated that “if the destruction of the Caroline was} his countrymen, to say whether such a reply was/| express order {rom the sovereign.” [Vattel, b. iii, 
lly —®  apublic act of persons in her majesty’s service,| not worthy of the country and the government?— | c. 4, sec. 66.] So as to reprisals, and other specific 
he B® obeying the order of their superior authorities, the| ‘*Parcere subjectis et debellare superbos’’ was the dic- | and partial acts of hostility. They are not accom- 
af fact has not been before communicated to the go-| tate of a lofty and magnanimous spirit, whether in| panied with a declaration of war, and yet they are 
ed «© vernment of the U. States by a person authorised to! individuals or in states. Historians have recorded | public wars, though of the imperfect sort. Ruther- 
1. [| make the admission; and it will be for the court,| the conduct of the Roman senate on the occasion of ford, an able writer on the law of nature and of 
is — which has taken cognizance of the offence with} their ambassador being killed by the subjects of| nations, has well described these various degrees 
ted which McLeod is charged to decide upon its vali-| Demetrius, one of the most powerful princes of an- | and denominations of war. He says: 
if. dity, when legally established before it.””, Mr. Fox, | tiquity. Demetrious delivered up the perpetrators “If one nation seizes the goods of another nation 
an recurring to the same subject, in his letter to Mr.' of the act to the Romans; but the senate, suspect- | by force, upon account of some damage, &c. such 
Ve Forsyth of the 29th December, 1840, stated that) ing that he had connived at or encouraged the} contentions by force are reprisals. There nay be 
ti. he was not authorised to pronounce the decision of | crime, immediately sent back the individual offend- | likewise other acts of hostility between two nations 
by her majesty’s governinent upon the remonstrance| ers, notifying Demetrius that they would hold the| which do not properly come under the name of re- 
aC which had been addressed to it by the U. States | sovereign, and not thesubject, responsible. Isitin| prisals, such as the besieging each otier’s towns, or 
of against the act in question.” following the exainple of that proud republic that the | the sinking of each other’s fleets, whilst the nations 
ed, thus stood the question at the accession of the} honorable senator from Pennsylvania finds a ground | in other respects are at peace with one another. These 
)a- preseat administrauon, The destruction of the Ca-| for imputing to the administration, in the case of} are public wars, because nations are the contending 


roline had not as yet been avowed by the Briltsh go- 
verament as a public and authorised act. But on 
the 12th of March, eight days after the inaugura- 
tion of president Harrison, Mr. Fox addressed a 


McLeo4, a want of proper national tone and spirit? 

But the senator tells us, also, that he dissents en- 
tirely from the. views of the adininistration in re- 
gard to the principle of international law involved 


parties. But, as they are confined to some particu - 
lar objects, they are of the imperfect sort, &c.—B. 
ii.c. 9,8. 10. 

Of these informal and imperfect wars, neither ac- 
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letter to Mr. Webster, secretary of state, informing 
him that he was then instructed by his government 
to state that ‘*the transaction,” (the destruction of 
the Caroline within the territorial limits of the U. 
States), ‘on account of which McLeod was arrest- 
ed, was a transaction of a public character, planned 
and executed by persons duly empowered by her 
majestv’s colonial authorities to take any steps and 
todo any acts which might be necessary for the 
defence of her majesty’s territories, and for the pro- 
tection of her majesty’s subjects; and, consequent- 
ly, that those subjects of her majesty who engaged 
in that transaction were performing an act of public 


duly, for which they cannot be made personally and | 


individually answerable to the laws and tribunals of 
any foreign country.”” Upon these grounds, he was 
instructed to demand again froin the goverument of 
the United States the immediate release of Alexan- 
der McLeod. 

This communication of the British minister gave 
anew aspect to the subject, and presented for the 
consideration of the American cabinet a grave ques- 
tion, of the first importance in the intercourse and 
responsibilities of nations. The destruction of the 
Caroline, for a supposed participation in which 
McLeod had been arrested and indicted in the 
courts of New York, was now avowed by the Bri 
lish governinent to have been an act of public mi- 
litary force, planned and executed by the compe- 
tent public authorities, in alleged defence of her 
majesty’s territories, and, as such, was justified by 
her ajesty’s government at home. However un- 
warrantable the act, from that moment it could be 
Viewed only as a national wrong, the full responsi- 
bility of which was assumed by the B.itish govern- 
meat, and in which the individuals concerned were 
but irresponsible instruments, acting under orders 
which they were implicitly bound to obey. 

Under these circumstances, the present adminis- 
tration was called on, within the first week of its 
Official existence, to decide what course was due to 
the national honor in this new attitude of things.— 
hey could not but adinit that, by the principles of 
public law, as recognised and sanctioned by the 
uses of all civilized nations, persons engaged in mi- 
litary or naval enterprises, under the orders of their 
lawiul superiors, could not be held individually re- 
sponsible for what was done in the execution of 
those enternrises, McLeod, however, was in the 
hands of the judicial tribunals of the country, and 

Y regular judicial process only could he be dis- 
Charged. The executive autiority had no right to 
lerpose its arm for his release. What, then, was 
the auswerof the administration to the communtica- 
tion of the British government? Itwas suchas Mr. 

- believed the senate would feel to be in accord- 
ae oe the honest national pride of every Ame: 
ae * osom. It was, in substance, this, for he had 
him: Speers of the secretary of state then before 
the de ou (the British government) now avow 

struction of the Caroline as a public act of 





in the correspondence between Mr. Fox and the se- 
cretary of state. What is the principle thus denied? 
[ cite it, as the honorable senator did, from the let- 
ter of instructions to the attorney general. It is 
there laid down in the following words: 

“There is, therefore, now an authentic declara- 
tion, that the attack on the Caroline was an act of 
public force, done by military men, under the orders 
of their superior officers, and is recognised as such 
by the queen’s government.” ‘Thatan individual 
forming part of a public force, and acting under the 
authority of his government, is not to be held an-| 
swerable as a private trespasser or malefactor, is a 
principle of public law, sanctioned by the usages of 
all civilized nations, and which the government of 
the United States has no inclination to dispute.” 

The senator from Pennsylvania contends that this 
doctrine is applicable only to a state of open, for- 
mal and declared war. In this L beg leave to differ 
from him. It is applicable to every case of mili- 
tary aggression committed by military men, acting 
in obedience to their superior authorities, whether 
it be ina state of general and formal war or not.— 
What is the reason of the thing? Let us not stick 
in the letter, but look to the considerations on which 
the rule is founded. Why are soldiers and military 
men not held responsible for acts of violence and 
trespass coinmitied, in military operations, on the 
persons and property of citizens of another nation? 
Because in those acts they are the mere instruments 
of a higher power, bound imperatively by their al- 
legiance to yield their services at the call of the 
constituted authorities of their country, and to obey 
implicitly the orders of their commanding office s. 
It is not for the soldier or the volunteer (for they 
both stand on the same ground) to inquire into the 
justice or legality of the orders he receives. His 
duty is obedience, while the responsibility for his 
orders is with his sovereign, or the superior officers 
who issue them. And here I beg leave to refer the 
honorable senator to his favorite authority, ( Vat- 








tel), from which he read an extract, which I shall 
presently show completely sustains, when properly | 
understood, the position he used it to assail. The’! 
passage I ain about to read refers to the case of a} 
wanton and unjust war, of so flagrant a character as 
to expose the sovereign who wages it to the unani- | 
mous reprobation of the whoie family of nations.— 
The author there says: 

“But, as to the reparation of any damage, are 
the military, the general officers and soldier, obliged 
in consequence to repair the injuries which they 
have done, not of their own will, but as instruments 
iu the hands of their sovereign?” ‘“Itis the duty 
of subjects to suppose” the orders of the sovereign | 
‘“justand wise,” &c. When, therefore, they have | 





lent their assistance in a war whichis afterwards) 


found to be unjust, the sovereign alone is guilty.— | 
He alone is bound to repair the injuries. The sub- 
jects, and in particular the military, are innocent; 
they have acted only from a necessary obedience.” | 





companied with a declaration of war, nor extending 
into general and continued hostilities, the examples 
in modern times are very numerous. Not to speak 
of the memorable attack on Copenhagen, we have 
had, in our own day, repeated instances of these 
local, partial and isolated hostilities, amounting, 
nevertheless, during their continuance, to a state of 
war, and carrying with them all the legal conse- 
quences of that state. One instance was too fresh 
in his recollection, Mr. R. said, having occurred 
during the period of his residence in France, and 
furnished too apt an illustration of the principles 
under discussion, not to justify a passing notice. 
While the tyrant Don Miguel was on the throne of 
Portugal, he practised the grossest atrocities, not 
only on his own subjects, but on foreigners resident 
in his kingdom. The subjects of France came in for 
a large share of these injuries and indignities. Fail- 
ing to obtain suitable reparation for them by negotia- 
tion, France resorted first to reprisals on the Portu- 
guese flag; but these, too, failing of their desired ef- 
fect, she despatched a squadron under admiral Rous- 
sin, which forced the entrance of the Tagus, and 
passing through the fire of the fortress which line 
its banks, and anchored within gunshot of the royal 
palace. The required concessions.were speedily 
yielded to this vigorous display of force, and admi- 
ral Roussin returned in a few days to Brest, with 
the whvle Portuguese fleet in his train, as the tro- 
phy of his sudden and successful coup-de-main. 
Here was no formal or declared war. It was an 
isolated act of force. And yet will any one contend 
that if a sailor of admiral Roussin had been after- 
wards found in Portugal, he could have been made 
personatly answerable for the loss of life or destruc- 
tion of property which may have attended the ope- 
ration in which he bore a part? 

But Mr. R. said he would hasten to present to 
the senate a most respectable authority on the laws 
of nations, which is direct and explicit to the point 
in question. Before doing so, he would merely pre- 
mise that the legal effects attributed by publicists 
to a state of war related, first, to the impunity of 
individuals for any injury to person or property 
they might commit in the execution of military 
operations, and, secondly, to the right of property 
acquired in goods taken by one beligereut from 
another. The passages he was about to read from 
Rutherford would show that both of these conse- 
quences applied as well to imperfect and informal 
wars, to reprisals, and to isolated acts of hostility, 
as to wars of the more formal and solem kind. First, 
he says: 

“The external lawfulness of what is done in a 
war, in respect of the members of a civil society, 
extends to public wars of the imperfect sort, to acts 
of reprisals, or to other acts of hostility,” &c.—Ru- 
therforth, b. ii, c. 9, s. 15. 

And again he says: 

“Neither the reason of the thing nor the common 
practice of nations will give them any other impu- 
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nily, or allow them any otherwise to obtain properiy 
in what is laken, where war has been declared, than 
in the less solemn kinds of war. which are inade 
without a previous declaration,” &c. ‘In the less 
solemn kinds of war, what the members do, who 
act under the particular direction and authority of 
their nation, is by the law of nations no personal 
crime in them; they cannot, therefore, be punished 
consistently with this law for any actin which it 
considers thein only as the instruments, and the na- 
tion as the agent.’’—Jdem, b. ii, c. 9, s. 18. 

Mr. R. said he would pnt one more case, and 
only one more, in order to bring more immediately 
home to the senate the principle we have been dis 
cussing. He referred to the altack upon the frigate 
Chesapeake. It occurred in a time of profound 
peace, on the bosom of one of our great estuaries, 
and within the jurisdiction of bis own native com- 
monwealth. Would gentlemen have held the sailors 
and marines of the Leopard personally amenable to 
our laws, and avenged the national insult upon 
them? I presume not. 

{Mr. Benton, speaking across: I would have hang- 
ed every one of thein.] 


The senator from Missouri, we all know, said 
Mr. R. loves a summary mode of proceeding, but 
would such an act have been recognised by civiliz- 
ed nations, and approved by the general sense of 
mankind? For the sake of rescuing the conflicts 
of war from the cruelties and bitterness of personal 
revenge, the principle of individual immunity has 
been established by the code of nations; and I rathe: 
think that the senator himself, upon reflection, 
would have pursued a nobler course. He would 
have obeyed the suggestions of a lolftier chivalry, 
and directed his demands for redress to the offend 
ing sovereign, and not have wreaked his vengeance 
upon an involuntary instrument and an unresisting 
victim. 

Mr. R. said he would now proceed to show that 
the passage read by the senator fromm Pennsylvania 
from Vattel, and on which he so confidently relied 
to assail and overthrow the position assumed by the 
administration in relation to the principle of public 
law involved in the case of McLeod, was, in truth, 
an authority directly and expressly sustaining that 
position, Let us again read the passage which the 
gentleman cited from the author, b. ii, c. 6, s. 74 
and 75. It consists of two sections. The first is 
in the following words: 

“But if a nation or its chief approves and rati- 
fies the act of the individual, it then becomes a 
public concern; and the injured party is to consider 
tiie nation as the real author of the injury, of which 
the citizen was, perhaps, only the instrument.” 


Now, this describes identically the case of Mc- 
Leod, in reference to the burning and destruction of 
the Caroline. The act has been approved and rati- 
fied by the British government, aud consequently, 
in the words of Vattel, it “then becomes a public 
question” between nation and nation, in which the 
yovernment of the individual is the real and only 
responsible party. But the honorable senator pass- 
ed slightly over this section, and dwelt with parti- 
cular emphasis on the 75ih section, which inomedi- 
ately follows, and is in these words: 

“If the offended state has in her power the indi- 
vidual who has done the injury she tay, without 
scruple, bring him to justice and punish him. Tf 
he has escaped and returned to his own conntry, 
she ought to apply to the sovereign to have justice 
done in the case.” 


The senator from Pennsylvania read this section 
as if it applied to the same case supposed in the 
preceding section, to wit: where the act has been 
approved and ratified by the sovereign. But it is 
pertectly evident from the last sentence of the sec- 
tion that it does not; for it would be idle and absurd 
to apply to a sovereign to have justice done upon 
his subject, when he had already ratified and ap. 
proved the act of thatsubject. ‘This section, there- 
fore, must necessarily contemplate the case where 
the act of a foreign subject has not been approved 
and ratified by his sovereign, and affirms the prin 
ciple that, in such case, the offended state may, by 
virtue of her jurisdiction over all persons within 
her territory, punish the offending individual, 
though a foreigner, if she have him in her power. 
It does not contradict, in any degree, the principle 
laid down in the preceding section, that, where the 
act has been approved and ratified by the sovereign, 
he ia respousible for the injury, and the individual 
is to be regarded only as the tastrument. It is an 
universal rule of interpretation that, where there 
is an apparent conflict between parts of the saine 
authority or law,such a construction shall be made, 
if possible, as will give effect to both. The ob- 
vious explanation given above of these two sec- 
tions of Vattel satisfies this rule, as well as the 
plain import of the text. 





~« 





The senator from Pennsylvania put a case which 
he seemed to suppose would fairly test the princi. 
ple of international law involved in this discussion. 
He asked if col. McNab should, under the orders 
of the colonial authorities of Canada, seize and rob 
the mail of the United States, could he set up his 
orders as a bar to a prosecution for such an offence 
in the American courts? The case put has not the 
remotest analogy to the case of McLeod. Sucha 
proceeding would be a common felony, incapable 
of being sheltered under any plea of military obe- 
dience. The duty of a military man can never 
lay him under the obligation of becoming a high- 
way robber. The capture and destruction of the 
Caroline, on the other hand, however unjustifiable 
upon any sound application of the principles of in- 
ternational law,is shown by all the correspon- 
dence and documents relating to it to have been a 
military and naval operation, governed by all the 
rules and discipline of military service and subor- 
dination. | 

Il come now (said Mr. R.) to notice some of 
those topics of party discrimination which the ho- 
norable senator from Pennsylvania, notwithstand- 
ing his usual parliamentary courtesy, scattered 
with no stinted hand in the progress of his obser- 
vations. He told us of some mysterious panic 
which seemed to have seized upon the minds of 
men in regard to our relations with England, ex- 
tending to government and people. The gentle- 
ian seemed to insinuate that it was under the in- 
fluence of this panic that the attorney general was 
despatched with fiery speed to Lockport, attended 
by a gallant and distinguished general officer of the 
almy, (inajor general Scott), to shield McLeod 
from impending danger. In order to complete 
this fancy picture, the honorable senator, for the 
wautof other inaterial, brought in the precipitate 
return of the Mediterranean squadron as the effect 
of this sane panic at Washington! If the public 
journals have not grossly falsified the facts con- 
nected with this affair, the return of the Mediter- 
ranean squadron was owing to communications ad- 
dressed directly to its commander by the American 
ininister at London; and if there was any panic in 
the case, the gentleman wust fix it elsewhere than 
at Washington. So far was the governinent from 
being privy to this inovement, that the Brandywine, 
the avant-courier of the returning squadron, had 
no sooner dropped her anchor within our waters, 
than she was sternly and promptly ordered back to 
her station. 

Mr. R said he did not exactly apprehend for 
what purpose the senator from Pennsylvania had 
alluded to the mission of major general Scott to the 
frontier, in company with the attorney general; but 
there seemed tu be an intimation that it was to pro- 
tect McLeod froin the anticipated violence of popu- 
lar excitement. 

[Mr. Buchanan promptly disclaimed any such al- 
lusion. J 

Mr. Rives. I am happy to find myself mistaken 
in what I supposed to have been the meaning of the 
honorable senator, It gives me pleasure to inform 
hitn, from a document now before me, (a letter of 
governor Seward tothe secretary of war, dated 17th 
March last), for what purpose this gallant defender 
of his country in war and guardian of her honor in 
peace was sent tothe frontier. tt was for an object 
strictly in accordance with his own noble calling— 
to ineet the possible contingency of an invasion of 
a portion of our territory from the adjoining pro- 
vince—a calling to which, [ must be permitted to 
say, that distinguished officer, already covered with 
glory by his deeds in arms, had added a new illus- 
tiation by his assiduous and suecessful efforts to 
inaintain the tranquillity of our frontier, and to pre- 
serve from interruption, as yet the peace of two 
great and kindred nations. 

| beg leave (said Mr. R.) to ask the senator from 
Pennsylvania, in what proceedings of the govern- 
ment he finds the evidence of an unbecoming spirit 
of concession to the demands of the British go- 
vernment? The British minister, “in the naine of 
his government, formally demanded the tinmediate 
release of Alexander McLeod.” Was the demand 
granted? No, sir; it was firmly refused, and that 
refusal victorionsly placed on grounds intimately 
connected with the sanctity of American institu- 
tions. The British minister informed the secretary 
of state that her majesty’s government is ‘of opi- 
nion that the capture and destruction of the Caro- 
line was a justifiable employment of force for the 
purpose of defending the British territory from the 
unprovoked attack of a band of British rebels and 
Ameiican pirates, who, having been permitted to 
arm and organize themselves within the territory of 
the United States, had actually invaded and occu- 

ied a portion of the territory of her majesty.” 
ow was this met? By controverting every point 
in the justification, intervening, in the course of the 
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reply, a new, just and powerful defence of the high 
moral character of our legislation and policy on the 
subject of neutral obligations, and “holding Up the 
mirror,” tothe British government, reflecting the 
aggravations and enorinities of the destruction of the 
Caroline ina light and colors so vivid as to lead, it 
is hoped, to a reconsideration of that act, revoltineg 
alike to humanity and to vur national sensibility anq 
honor. 

The honorable senator complimented onr minis. 
ter at London for the able and eloquent) manner jp 
which he had presented this subject to the British 
government. Far be it from me to abate a« jot or 
tittle” from the praises bestowed by the senator 
upon this distinguished citizen of my own state; but, 
without disparagement to him, I inay ask, when 
before has so powerful and graphic a picture of 
that ontrage, speaking to the moral and almost to 
the bodily sense, been exhibited as in the following 
extract of the reply of the secretary of state to Mr, 
Fox? 

“Tt must be shown that admonition or remon. 
strance to the persons on board the ‘Caroline’ was 
impracticable, or would have been unavailing; jt 
inust be shown that day-light could not be waited 
for; that there could be no attempt at discrimination 
between the innocent and the guilty; that it wonld 
not have been enough to seize and detain the ves. 
sel; but that there was a necessity, present and ip. 
evitable, for attacking her in the darkness of the 
night, while moored to the shore, and while un. 
armed men were asleep on board, killing some and 
wounding others, and then drawing her into the cur. 
rent, above the eataract, setting her on fire, and 
careless to know whether there might not be inher 
the innocent with the guilty, or the living with the 
dead, committing her to a fate which fitls the ima. 
ginalion with horror.” 

Was there any want of American spirit in all 
this? No,sir,no. The destruction of the Caro. 
line being at length avowed by the British govern. 
ment asa public act, the adinin stration could not 
but feel that it was unworthy of its own character 
and of the character of the nation, todignify a miser- 
able and subordinate instrument who may have been 
einployed in it, by making him the selected object 
of national vengeance. It could not but feel also 
that the principle of public law which exempis 
these subordinate instruments from individual re. 
sponsibility for acts done in obedience to the com. 
petent public authorities is a principle founded in 
reason and humanity, and recognised by the uni- 
versal practice of civilized nations. What, then, 
did it become a high-minded and honorable govern- 
ment to do, under these circumstances? Frankly 
and unreservedly to adinit the principle—to put it- 
self in the right—and to do whatever should de- 
volve on it asa tnoral and responsible power, to fulfil 
and maintain the right. It hada higher game—a 
nobler mission than to make war upon McLeod 

It would not comply with the demand to release 
him, for that was not of its provinee; but thinking 
that the courts, in the exercise of their own proper 
jurisdiction, ought to release him, and charged with 
the international relations of the country, it felt 
itself called on, without interfering with the fune- 
tions of an independent department of the govern: 
nent, fo contribute its moral influence in support 
of a great principle of inter:ational intercourse, on 
the due observance of which the harinony of na- 
tions essentially depends. The attorney general of 
the United States was, therefore, furnished, from 
the archieves of the government, with authentic 
evidence of the avowal by the Brilish government 
of the destruction of the Caroline as a public act 
done under its anthority, and was instructed to visit 
the scene of McLeod’s trial with the single view of 
placing that evidence at his disposal, and of seeing 
that he had the full benefit of the constitional pro- 
vision which secures to “the accused, in all crim: 
nal prosecutions, the right toa speedy and public 
trial by an impartial jury—to be confronted with 
the witnesses against him—to have process for ob- 
taining witnesses in his favor, and to have the as- 
sistance of counsel for his defence.” To have 
done less under the circumstances of the case, 
would have been to betray a sacred duty which 
the government owes to itself, to the country, to the 
cause of humanity, and to the peace and harmony of 
nations, 

But the senator from Pennsylvania thinks that 
the administration should have been restrained from 
yielding to these dictates of duty and humanity, bY 
a sentiment of self respect, in consequence of what 
he denominates a menace contained in the comm 
nication of Mr. Fox. In what does the gentleman 
fiud this menace? In these words: “Her majesty § 
government entreats the president of the United 
States to take into his most deliberate consideration 
the serious nature of the consequences which must 
ensue from a rejection of this demand.”” Now, s! 
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however earnest this language, I wust say I see 
more of depreciation than of menace in it. From 
what school of deplomacy the honorable senator has 
drawn the sensitive and fastidious standard he ap- 

lies to this communication, | Know not. But | 
have thought that, in this practical and utilitarian 
age, notions So jealous and so subliinated had given 

lace to directness and simplicity of speech, and 
that an appeal to the candid reflection of a foreign 

overnment on the consequences which might en- 
sue froin the owission or performance ol certain acts, 
jf made in a tone of courtesy and friendly expostu- 
Jation, was always held to be admissible, and some- 
times, indeed, proper. 

Itis a little :emarkable that language almost iden- 
tical with this, in a letter of Mr. Fox to Mr. For- 
syth, of 29h December last, should have passed 
without arousing, in the slightest degree, the jea- 
lous sensibililies of gentlemen. In that letter, Mr. 
Fox says to Mr. Forsyth: 

«| cannot but see the very grave and serious con- 
sequences that must ensue if, besides the injury al- 
ready inflicted upon Mr. McLeod, of a vexatious 
and unjust imprisonment, any further harin may be 
done him in the progress of this extraurdinary pro- 
ceeding.” 

But I must say, Mr. President, that punctilios 
like these are not of substance sufficient, in my 
opinion, to occupy, in this age of the world, the 

rave discussions of a body like the senate of the 
B. States. The calm dignity of conscious strength 
js not prone to be astute in imagining orsuspectiag 
insult, Itis ever self-poised and collected repos- 
ing on the sense of its power, and the justice of 
its cause. Such, 1 trust will ever be the attitude 
and bearing of this gallant republic of ours. Least 
of all will it permit itself to be restrained from do- 
ing what is right by the most unworthy of all tears 
—‘‘the fear of being thought afraid.” 

The senator from Pennsylvania, seems to have 
for,otten the illustrious and honored name which 
was at the head of this government when its course 
wastaken in regard to the affair of McLeod. He 
indulged himself in painting to the senate the 
haughty mien and indignant defiance with which 
he supposes Andrew Jackson would have treated 
the demand of the British minister if he had still 
held the reins of power. Though the hero of New 
Orleans was not then in the chair of state, one, his 
compeer in boldness, in fearlessness, in dignity— 
one who had been familiar with every fori of dar- 
ger in the field, and was not to be daunted by the 
reflection of terrors, real or imaginary, in the cabi- 
net—one whoin the people of Ainerica had select- 
ed for his military and civil services to fill the seat 
which Washington had oecupied—a veteran who 
never shrank from a contest with British power, 
face to face, was there. Dues the gentleman sup- 
pose that he, too, was panic-stricken? 

The senator from Pennsylvania may dismiss bis 
apprehensions, that the honor of the country will 
be compromised in the hands of those to whoin the 
nation has entrusted its keeping. The chief magis- 
trate, who now so worthily fills the place of the 
lamented Hatrison, has given, in a life of honorable 
anil patriotic service, pledges on which the coun- 
try canrepose. H+ has announced the maxims of 
his policy towards foreign powers in. terins which 
cannot but command the universal assent—to rerder 
juslice to all, submitiing to injustice from none; and 
while sedulously cultivating the relations of peace and 
amily with the rest of the world, esteeming it “his most 
tinperative duly to see that the honor of the country 
Shall sustain no blemish.” To these sentiments of 
the president, we find a faithful echo in the language 
Of the secretary of state in the close of his letter to 
Mr. Fox: «This republic does not wish to distarb 
the tranquillity of the world. Its object is peace, its 
policy peace. But still it is jealous of its rights, 
and among others, and most especially of the right 
of the absolute immunity of its territory from ag- 
€ression abroad; and these rights it is the duty and 
determination of this government fully, and at all 
lines, to maintain, while it will at the same time 
48 scrupulously refrain from infringing on the rights 
Of others.” In sentiments such as these, we have 
an abundant guaranty that nothing will be done or 
suffered by the present administration which shall 
strike us frota the high rank among the nations 
Where the virtuous struggles of our ancestors have 
Placed us, and that it will steadily pursue the noble 
and comprehensive rule of action laid down by one 
of our early and most illustrious presidents, fo me- 
rut the character of a just, und to maintain that of an 
independent nation, prefering every cansequence to 
tmsull and habitual wrong. 

\ FRIDAY, JUNE 11. 
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secretary of state and of the administration; it pos- 
sessed a good deal of interest intrinsically, and there- 


relations, to whom it might be thought appropriately 
to belong, he ventured to submit a few thoughis upon 
ir less maturely considered than he could have 
wished. He feared he could add little to the splendid 
and imasterly speech of the senator from Virginia, 
(Mr. Rives). 

I confess (he proceeded) that when [ read, afew 
days since, the letter of the secretary of state to 
Mr. Fox, on which the senator from Pennsylvania, 
(Mr. Buchanan) has commented, it seemed to me 
written with much ability, and that it ought to and 
would satisfy the judgment and feelings of the whole 
Americana people. The views it presented I thought | 
sound, clear and some of them new; the manner 
not an Unitnportant consideration, good, frank, de- 
cided, not rude, not boisterous, not timid; and the 
whole tone, temper and spirit elevated, national, 
American—worthy of the man, the cause aad the 
country. The objections taken to it in this debate 
seeined to me to be its essential merits. By con- 
ceding just what he did, and by denying just what 
he did, he had gone far, I thought, to withdraw this 
controversy about the Caroline froin the false posi- 
tion it rest upon; and to place it on such grounds that 
it may be adjusted with ease and honor, or, if we 
must fight, that may earry into battle the approbation 
of our own consciences, and the supports ofa just 
pride. 

So the letter struck my mind. Other gentlemen, 
or, at least, one other, regard it differently. And 
in the first place a doubt is intimated by the distin- 
suished senator from Pennsylvania whether the con- 
cession of the secretary that a person in the asserted 
predicatnent of McLeod is entitled to immunity, 
assumes an accurate position of international law. 
He argues that it does not; and he holds the opinion 
that we may well enough hang that person for rob. 
bery and murder; that we may do this in entire 
conformity with the received ameliorated codes of 
international law of the nineteenth century, and 
without justly bringing on ourselves a marmur of 
disapprobation from any ol the families of man, 
or auy individual of any family. Sir, let us pause 
fora moment ou this great questions of the na- 
tions. 

What is the concession of the secretary of state? 
Why only and exactly this: that a soldier or sailor— 
de facto such—actually engaged in a military or 
naval enterprise of force, under the authority, in 
obedience to the command of his government, and 





keeping himself withiu the scope of that authority, 
is not guilty, as the law of nations is administered | 
to-day, of a crime against the municipal code of the | 
country upon which he thus helps-to.carry wary; that | 
he is not punishable as for such crime by that coun- | 
try; and that the responsibility rests upon his own 
governinent alone to answer, as nations answer. for 
their crimes to their equals. That is the concession. 
He does not deal at all with the case of a soldier 
straggling away froin his colors to commit a solitary 
and separate murder. He does not deal with acase 
of alledged excess of authority. He supposes him to 
obey the precise directions of his governinent, and, 
so doing, he declares him clothed with a personal 
immunity. 

It has been said in some of the discussions of this | 
subject, although uot here, that McLeod left. the 
Caroline alter the. whole object of the enterprise 
had been accomplished, and committed an unne- 
cessary and distinct and malicious murder on 
shore. I can say only to this that no such fact 
forms any part of the basis of the opinion of the 
secretary. He had either never heard of it, or he 
disbelieved it, or he assumed that the courts of 
law or the attorney general would allow its proper 
influence toa discriminating circumstance so im- 
portant. 

It you turn to the fourth page of his letter you 
may see that the murder for which he supposes Mc- 
Leod is indicted was ‘‘a murder alledged to have 
been committed in the attack;”’ forming an insepara- 
ble, very painful. part of the entire military violence 
exerted to capture and destroy the vessel, and not 
succeeding. For the purposes of the concession, he 
takes for true the express declaration of Mr. Fox, 
“that the transaction on account of which Mr. Mc. 
Leod has been arrested and is to be put on his trial,” 
including the homicide as an unavoidable incident in 
it, “was a public transaction’’ conducted by her ma- 
jesty’s government. 

Such is the concession. J have the honor to sub- 
mit, first, that the concession is right in point of in- | 
ternational law; and then, that it was the duty of 
the secretary of state to make it, and of the govern- | 





| invasion. 


sides of the senate harmoniously together. Thus, 
it is admitted by the senator from Pennsylvania, and 
by every body, that persons taken fighting, of for 
having fought, in the battles of an open, gerietal re- 
gularly declare war, are not responsible as for ¢rimé 
committed by the act of fighting against the coune 
try which they devastate and wrap in mourning and 
blood. They become technically prisoners of war. 
As such, on a principle of policy, as amode of pro- 
secuting war, they are subjected to restraint; impri- 
sonéd, held to ransom, exchanged, and otherwise 
disposed of, with more or fess indulgence and huma- 
nity, according to circumstances. But criminals, 
robbers, murderers, by the act of fighting, although 
the act involved the destruction of property and li‘e, 
they are not, by the theory or practice of any Civi- 
lized race of men. 


Thus far we proceed.together. On this admitted 
principle we all stand; and. from this we all take 
our departure. The truth is, the nations have agreed, 
and that agreement makes the law of nations, that it 
is aduty and a virtue in the individual citizen, his 
first duty, his highest virtue, to be obedient to his 
own government. They have agreed to regard him, 
as our own Decatur, the eldest Decatur, said of his 
children, as the property of his country. Whither- 
soever he goes, whatsoever he does, wheresoever 
he lies down slain in battle, in obedienee to her 
sacred and parential coiminand, it is, as the general 
rule, not imputed to him for crime at all. His na- 
tion, his nation, the collective natural person, must 
answer it on the high places of the workl, and to the 
whole extent of the undefinable responsibilities of 
war. 


If, therefore, McLeod had been one of those bo- 
dies of troops which during the last war, oceasion- 
ally passed our line of boundary, burning our dwel- 
lings and killing our people, and had been taken even 
at the time, and with the red hand, he could not have 
been declared guilty of a crime against any law of a 
state or of the union, 


Setting out from this admitted principe, the real 
question is, whether the special circumstances under 
which McLeod’s government sent him forth to this 
midnight work of strife. and blood, withdraw from 
the protection ofi the principle of individual immus 
nity with which'humanity and wisdom have reliev- 
ed and adorned the law of nations. What were 
those special cirenmstances! Exactly these. He 
was a soldier or sailor, de facto, for the time, for the 
act,in a military and naval expedition of foree, 
planned and sent abroad by his own legitimate go- 
verninent, having the right to exact his service to 
the last drop of his blood: sent abroad, not to plun- 
der, but, as it represented to hiin when it called him 
out of his bed, and disclosed its purpose, to dv an 
act for the defence of the country he lived in against 
This expedition was a single act, not 
preceded nor followed by any other; it was preced- 
ed by no ceciaration of war, and, as this govern- 
ment alleges, it was unjustifiable. Such were the 
circumstances; and the question we debate is, do 
they withdraw him from the principle of personal 
responsibility? 

Let me say, then, first, that in proceeding to de- 
termined whether that principle shall or not be ap- 
plied to a given special case arising in the ever-va- 
rying developments of things, the inclination of 
civilized states will be, and ought to be, to take the 
principal largely and liberally im favor of individual 
lminuuity, and of exclusive national responsibility. 
Kivery motive which operated to introduce the prine 
ciple into the law of nations at first, is a motive to 
an.enlarged and beniguant construction and appli- 
cation of it to-day. Its adoption orginally marked 
a. vast advance on the ferocious systems of what we 
call natural society. It was a grand triuunph of 
reason as well as humanity. Policy and wisdom 
carried the world up to it, as well as right feeling. 
It was resorted to to relieve war of its horrors while 
it lasted; to make it easier io go back to peace, 
which is the true condition of man; to ameliorate 
the stein lot uf the millions whoin, in one age and 
in one country and another, force or patriotism 
crowds into the rauks of their country; and to lift 
up war itself from a vulgar and dreary business of 
general butchery to a service of glory, in which 
great souls inay engage without degradation and 
without deterioration. These were the motives in 
which the principle was made part at first of the 
law of nations, and every ove of them isa motive 
to give it the most expanded application in the light 
of this better day. Si, it is one of the brightest 
glories of civilization. Do not cause it to be dim- 
ined by a penuricus and reluctant interpretation and 
application! To do so would be to misconceive the 


ment to act upon it, exactly as it was wade and acted | direction in which the world is moving. I do not 
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know when wars shall wholly cease, but I believe, 


In entering on this investigation, then, you ob-/| I trust, that as the world comes nearer to that time, 
serve that, to a certain distance, we proceed on alljit will regard war more and more every day as an 
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enormous evil if a necessary evil, and will desire to 
relieve it more and more every day, by the offices 
of Christian and of chivalrous forbearance towards 
individual actors, struck down, disarmed, and unre- 
sisting. 
Giving, then, to the law of personal immunity 
that eviarged effect which the time and the country 
demand, let us attend to the special circumstances, 
one by one, which mark the case of McLeod, and 
see if they do or do not leave him the protection 
which is thrown round the captive of open, regular 
war, 
In the first place, observe that the expedition on 
which he went out was an expedition of war. It was 
not an expedition to rob the mail, or to rob a hen roost, 
or to throw ah a$sassin or spy into an enemy’s camp, 
by which happy analogies we have had it illustrat- 
ed. It was an enterprise of war; undertaken under 
the iron responsibilities, surrounded by the iron 
rights of war. Its exact legal denomination is ‘in- 
formal, insotemn hostility.” Let us call things by 
their right names, and hold England and bold our- 
selves up oeed & to this view of the transac- 
tion. Look at it. There was a forcible temporary 
occupation of our territory by an armed foreign bo- 
dy, acting in organization, sent across by a toreign 
vernment, as a government, not for a but 

as an alleged grave measure of state policy—for the 
alleged defence of its own soil and its own law 
against revolutionary invaders from without. What 
sort of act is that, sir? ‘The mover is a government; 
the inducement a high reason of state; the instru- 
ments and the effects such as ordinarily do the work, 
and mark the giant tread of war. Armed men vio- 
lently assail a vessel moored on our waters, owned 
by our citizens, reposing, as we allege, beneath the 
rotection, not forfeited, of the folds of our flag. It 
is the ery of brief, but actual battle, which rises 
above the murmur of that onward, unreturning 
stream. The peace of our territory was disturbed, 
its sanctity was violated, the charmed life of an 
American citizen was taken in fight, the property 
of an American citizen, itself part of the general 
wealth of the community, was. destroyed. This, 
sir, in the language of the publicists,:is ‘informal 
hostility”’ against the United States, and the respon- 
sibility of England who ordered it to be committed, 
and the immunity of the soldiers who enforced the 
order with the bayonet and cutlass, result, of course, 
according to.the principle on which, as I have said, 
we all take our stand, and in which all publicists 
agree. I do not say that by this act England intended 
to begin a war on the United States or to impair 
our strength, diminish our treasure, or insult our flag 
as anation. Certainly not. But the act which she 
does is to invade our territory forcibly and unlaw- 
fully, for the purpose of reaching and destroying the 
property of one of our citizens, which she had no 
right so to reach and so to destroy, and to effect that 
purpose by military violence and by shedding inno- 
cent blood in battle. And this act is hostility against 
us, because our rights are outraged, and they are 
outraged by the methods and the processes, and ac- 
cording to the forms of war; and because every na- 
tion and every man must be hoiden to intend the 
acts which he dves, and their necessary conse- 
quences. How do you distinguish this proceeding 
from the attack on Copenhagen, in 1808, to which 
the senatgr from Virginia alluded last evening? 
What was thattransaction? England, cherishing no 
hostile feeling against Denmark, (for Deninark, like 
herself, was actually in arms against the emperor of 
the French), conceived a fear that that ancient, gal- 
Jant, but not very powerful nation might fall before 
him, in which case her sixteen ships of war would 
become his—a formidable accession to the strength 
by which he was urging forward his aim of univer- 
saldominion. ‘Thereupon she sent adtniral Gambier 
te Copenhagen, bombarded it, killed and wounded 
above a thousand persons, and carried off the whole 
Danish fleet. ‘Tiatis, she forcibly invades the Da- 
nish territory for the purpose of possessing herself 
of divers ships, of which, as against Denmark, she 
had no right to take possession; not for the purpose 
of weakening or insulting her, but to prevent their 
becoming, in other hands, the instruments of annoy- 
ance against herself. So here. She invades our 
territory with military force, for the purpose of pos- 
sessing herself of a vessel, of which, as against us, 
she had no right thus to take possession; not to, 
weaken or insult us, but to prevent its being, in 
other hands, the instrument of annoyance against 
herself.’ The cases are alike cases of informal war 
against the nation whose national rights are invaded. 
In the affair of Copenhagen, the object of the in- 
vasion was the capture of the Danish governinent 
ships. If, instead of that, it had been Danish mer- 
chant ships, lest their cargoes might go to fill the 
coffers of France, or to transport French munitions 
of war, ‘would the’act have been at all the less an 


had been neutral, and the object had been to cut out 
a French ship which had flea to Copenhagen for 
shelter, it would still have been a hostile aggression 
against Denmark herself. The attack upon Copen- 


Caroline; more ships, more men, greater names, a 
more deepal arrangement of the spectacle of 
war. But the essential character, the legal name, the 
legal consequences, national and personal, were the 
same. Sir, if one government trespasses on the rights 
of another by the employment of warlike instru- 
nents, it is, to the extent of the trespass, war on the 
injured nation. 

_ But I advance to a second and far more important 
circumstance. ‘The expedition in which he served 
was the act of a government competent to compel 
him toserve. Independent of, and prior to any know- 
ledge or approval of the act by the mother country, 
it was so. I wholly reject the suggestion that this 
daring enterprise was at first an unauthorised pro- 
ceeding of individuals, and that it subsequenly be- 
came the act of a government by ratification. From 
beginning to end it was the work of a government, 
and of a government havinga right to exact McLeod’s 
obedience to the last drop of his blood. Who planned 
and conducted the attack? The colonial authorities. 
Such is, for substance, the explicit declaration of 
Mr. Fox. Such is the legal conclusion from the 
facts stated by sir Francis Head in his dispatch of 
the 20th of January, 1838. Sir, the matter stands 
exactly thus. The colonial authorities especiall 
empowered col. McNab to defend her majesty’s ter- 
ritories and to defend her majesty’s subjects. Such 
is the concurrent statement of Mr. Fox and sir 
Francis Head. For this purpose they expressly 
empowered him to adopt all needful defensive mea- 
sures, and they thereby clothed him by inevitable 
implication with the discretionary power of judging 
what measures were needful. if the exercise of 
that discretion, he judged this measure to be need- 
ful, and he adopted it. Now, fer the protection of 
the soldiers by whom it was achieved, it is precise- 
ly as if the colonial authorities had directly and in 
terms planned and commanded it. Col. McNab for 
this purpose conclusively represented thein. How 
could a common soldier pronounce or conjecture 
that the judgment of the official representative was 
erroneous? Sir, he had the right, and was bound to 
assuine it to be the judgment of the colonial autho- 
rities. And who were they? Why, as between 
them and McLeod, and for the purposes of this 
question of individualimmunity as between McLeod 
and ourselves, they were his rightful and only go- 
vernment. Nice questions may be moved on the 
competency of a colonial government from its su- 
bordinate relations to the imperial head, to set on 
foot an enterprise of war. But it is every where 
conceded that such a government may undertake 
defensive war. The mother country, by the act of 
establishing it, clothes it with the power and im- 
poses on it the duty of defending itself; and it clothes 
it also with the power of judging for itself in the 
first instance how that duty shall be done. When 
therefore, it resolves that a particular measure of 
war ts necessary for its defence, and that the crisis 
requires a blow to be struck at once and without 
waiting jor advice from the paramount power at 
home, it may call the whole colonial population to 
arins by day or night, and obedience to such a call 
is as rightful as unavoidable, and as effective for in- 
dividual immunity as the obedience of a conseript 
or an impressed seaman. Such was this case. Was 
McLeod to say that the colonial authorities mis- 
judged on the question of necessity? They told him 
the defence of the territory and of the constitution 
of Upper Canada required this act. Did he know 
better? Did he command a wider horizon of view? 
Could he be sure he had all the elements of a sounder 
opinion? Consider that to thé&colonial residents the 
colonial government is every thing. It is all of ma- 
jesty, of monarchy, of aristocracy that he ever sees 
in his life. To thatall his duties appear to be owing; 
and consider, too, that the spirit of this grand prin- 
ciple of individual responsibility is, that bona fide 
obedience to his actual and lawful government on 
a requisition of warlike service shall never be reck- 
oned a crime in any man. 

You have before you, then, the case of a govern- 
ment commanding a subject, who was bound to 
obey, to shoulder his musket for the defence of his 
country. It is true, the senator from Pennsylvania 
tells us, that McLeod was a volunteer. But he de- 
duces no legal conclusion from the fact; undoubtedly 
because he remembers that, by the admitted doc- 
trine of international law, no distinction is recong- 
nised between volunteer and any other soldiers. He 
will remember that Vattel, at page 401, is a direct 
authority for this. In the reason of the case there 
can be no distinetion. The regular enlisted soldier 
engages voluntarily, at first, for a longer term and 





act of hostility against Denmark? Nay, if Denmark 


hagen was upon a grander scale than that upon the 


term and for a special service. But both alike 
forth to exeeute an authoritative public will, - 
bath stand, therefore, on the same plan of immunir 
and hazard. Consider, sir, what a great concerp of 
all nations it is, and of ours more than all others to 
hold a rule of international law on this subject thet 
shall make their inhibitants willing and ready {o 
leap to arms, at half amoment’s warning, at the miq. 
night ery of their country. 

You have, then, I repeat, the case ofa govern. 
mént commanding a subject to go forth to an entey. 
prise of war. Why is he not, then, within the terms 
and spirit of the great principle of immunity which 
we all agree surrounds the soldier of a formal anq 
public war? What are the peculiarities that dig. 
tinguish this particular service from the genera) 
trade of war? Why, sir, they are said to be thes¢. 
that it was a single act of hostility, not precedeg 
nor followed by any other, not preceded by a de. 
claration, and wholly unjust. This is all true; byt 
for the objects of this inquiry it is wholly immeterjaj: 
Sir, publicists and the practice of nations recognise 
various modes, kinds and degrees of hostility. War 
is not always general or “perfect,” nor is it always 
preceded by a declaration. It sometimes begins 
and ends with one’single crushing blow. Such was 
the attack on Copenhagean, in 1801, and that in 
1808. It may be limited to one single act of re. 
prisals, by a single individual, under a license com. 
municated to him alone. <A foreign power has seiz. 
ed his ship, and his own government gives him let. 
ters of marque to help himself to another. In point 
of fact, too, war often begins without any declara. 
tion at all, at home or abroad. The bolt outruns the 
flash. Modern history is full of such instances; but 
I spare you the rehearsal of them. Now sir, what] 
would say, is, that, for the purposes of immunity to 
the soldier and sailor, all these modes, kinds and de. 
grees of war come exactly to the saine thing. They 
are all and all alike modes of governmental action, 
involving only governmental responsibility. In many 
things they certainly differ one from another; some 


of them are more chivalrous, wore magnaniimous, | 
more conformable with a strict aud punctilious pro- | 


ceeding and a technical law of war than others — 
Some of them afford less ground of complaint to the 
government assailed than others. But, for the pur- 
pose of personal irresponsibility, they are aH one and 
the same thing. In reason it must be so. Consider 
that a leading object of this principle of immunity is 
the protection of the unfriended instrmments of am- 
bition and patriotism who furnish the rank and file 
of war. It is to protect the common soldier. And 
what an unavailing, uncertain, ensnaring thing it 
would prove for him if his title to it depended on 
such shades of diversity as these! How does he 
know whether the war to which you hurry him 
away from all that is dearest to hitn in the world is 
just or unjust?) How does he know by what heralds 
uf declaration it has been preceded? How does he 
know whether the desperate midnight enterprise for 
which you have called him up from sleep is to be 4 
single enterprise, or whether it is designed to kindle 
the fires of a war that shall encircle the world? Sir, 
he knows only that his own government, in obe- 
dience to which he was bred—that the land of lils 
birth—that the land of his father’s graves, bids him 
go forth; and that, if he shrinks for a moment from 
his post when the storm of battle rages highest, he 
dies by the hands of his officers; and he goes forth 
relying on the armed but manly justice of civilized 
war. 

And so are all the authorities. The senator from 
Virginia recited them so copiouly to you last even- 
ing that I shall spare you the repetition, and con- 
tent inyself with a reference or two. ‘The senator 
from Pennsylvania and the secretary of state tell you 
that the attack on the Caroline was unjust. But look 
into Vattel, on pages 380 and 383, and Rutherforth, 
2d volume, page 546, and you find that they con- 
cur that the injustice of the war does not affect the 
soldier’s title to immunity. if it did, the nations 
would at once return to the murder of prisoners; [0 
was there ever a war in which each belligerent did 
not think his antagonist in the wrong? be 
Bunt you say this was only a single act of hostill- 
ty; breaking out in a time of general peace, unan- 
nounced by any declaration. So it was. But Ru- 
therford expressly declares that this does not with- 
draw froin it the law of immunity. I read at large 
the passage from page 548 of his second volume, 
and commend it the meditations of the senator from 
Pennsylvania. ‘‘This external lawfulness, in re- 
spect to the members of a civil society, extends to 
public wars of the imperfect sort, to reprisals, or !0 
other acts of hostility.” . 
Such is the doctrine of this publicist, vindicated 
and illustrated by a masterly train of reasoning; #P 
proved by the heart and judgment of universal Cl 
vilized man. Against this authority there canno! 





for ail service; the volunteer engages for a shorter 


be placed one solitary act of a Christian nation fo! 
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writer who undertakes to record the existing sys- 
What is the nation now 
on earth, or descended into the graves of empire; 


18, to | — where is the modern Christian nation that has shed 


the blood of a prisoner because the war to which 


his government detached him was informal, inso- 
Jenn, unannounced by a declaration, begiuning and 
ending with one single act? Call up the nation, if 
such there is or bas been, and let it answer to the 


 ontraged spirit of law! Did Denmark claim the 
2 right to do such an atrocity; humble and exasperat- 


wR EB Ne Siete Se 


# 


ed by the repeated bombardment of her capital; did 
that ancient and gallant race ever dream of aveng- 
ing the defeats of the castle by the triumphs of the 
allows? Did Spain, the most formal, the most 
unctiliousof governments, and adbearing the most 


tenaciously to the slow and prescriptive solemnities 
and technicalities of the old fashions of war; did 
- Spain dream of it when, in 1804, England, in a 


time of peace, intercepted her treasurer ships re- 
turning from America, and captured or destroyed 
them? ' 

Nor can you find, as I have said, a word in any 
approved expounder of the actual law of nations, 
to oppose to the text of Rutherford. Dicta, of 
Grotius, seem to conflict with it. But they only 
seem to conflict with it. Even these the senator 
from Pennsylvania has not availed himself of, be- 
cause he know that Grotius, adinirable for his ge- 
nius, bis studies, his must enlarged and excellent 
spirit, lived too early to witness the full develop- 
ment of his own grand principles and the accom- 
plishment of his own philanthropic wishes. The 
existing law of nations has been slowly built up 
since his time, and to learn it we must have re- 
course to writers, far his inferiors in capacity and 
learning, but fortunate in being able to record the 
ameliorated theory and practice of a better day than 
his. From no one of these can you cite any thing 
in opposition to the authority I have relied on. 
The senator from Pennsylvania thought he had dis- 
covered some such doctrine as he needs in the 75th 
section of bock 2d, chapter 6th, of Vattel. But the 
senator from Virginia was entirely accurate in his 
observation upon this passage; that it plainly refers 
to the case of an individual acting without authori- 
ty from his government, and to nothing else.. And 
then, in support of the position of Rutherford, | 
may remind you that, as the law of nations is holden 
now, ho war requires to be preceded by a declara- 
tion. Martens, 274; 2d Wheaton’s Laws of Na- 
tions, 12; Ist of Kent’s Commentaries, 54, 2d edit. 
Defensive war never required it, according to any 
theory. Vattel, 317. But it was defensive war to 
which McLeod’s government assured him that he 
was summoned forth. The want of declaration, 
therefore, cannot atiect him, unless we are guilty 
of the indecent and ludicrous barbarity of requiring 
him to judge better than his government on the ne- 
Cessity of resorting to a particular measure of armed 
Tesislance to a threatened invasion. 

I submit, then, sir, that McLeod is not responsi- 
ble as for crime against the muicipal law of New 
York or of this union by participating in this act 
of English national wrong. Criminal in England, 
in him it was no crime. Let me add that if, in 
thoughtlessness or anger, we had stooped to shed 
his blood, it would have iinpressed a stain on the 
radiant flag of our pride and love which a hundred 
victories, ay, a hundred years of victory, would not 
Wipe away. 

_The concession of the secretary of state was 
right, then, in point of international lew. But the 
Senator from Pennsylvania thinks he ought not to 
have made it, right or wrong. I submit, then, in 
the second place, that he ought to have made it, and 
the government to have acted on it, exactly as it 
was made and acted on. 
hat was the duty of the secretary of state on 
the 12th of March last, when McLeod, guilty of no 
manner of crime against the law of New York by 
participation in the attack on the Caroline, had 
een indicted, imprisoned and ordered for trial to 
be had on the 22d of March, as for such crime, 
under circumstances justifying a reasonable anxiety 


lest he might fall a victim to a natural and a tremen- 


ous popular excitement; and when her majesty’s 


minister came forward, announced the doctrine of 


international law, which we all know to be just, 
and demanded that McLeod should be holden en- 
titled to immunity under it? What was the secre- 
lary of state to do? Should he have wrapped his 
“'plomatic inantle about him and have answered, 
', Ldo not know about your doctrine of interna- 
lonal law; the American government is not advis- 
ed exactly whether it inay hang prisoners of war 
°F not; besides, it happens to have nothing at all to 
b> with the matter; McLeod is in the hands of the 
state of New York; a great and patriotic state, Mr. 

‘ister, giving forty odd electoral votes; she will 
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do what is right; if she hangs him, why then we{ 
shall know that he deserved it; and if she does, 
not, so much the better for himself. Should he 

really, so saying, have bowed the minister out, and 

have retreated’ into an epicurean heaven of indif- | 
ference and non-commiital, until he or you were | 
startled by the thunder of an enemy’s cannon—a 
music I acknowledge at which a brave nation has no 
great objection at any moment to wake up? No, sir. 
I submit, on the contrary that the duty of our go- 

vernment was perfectly clear; to avow its acknow- 
ledgment of the doctrine of internation law advauc- 
ed by the minister; to declare its purpose to do 
what it constitutionally might to secure McLeod 
the benefit of it; to do it; and then having moved this 
disastious interlocutory controversy out of the way, 

to demand satisfaction at once of England for the 

burning of the Caroline, as that language is under- 

stood among nations of the first class: To simplify 

the matter somewhat, suppose that. McLeod had 

at that moment been in our jail, in our courts in- 

stead of those of New York, then, I ‘repeat, it was 

most palpably our duty to have conceded the pro- 

position of law; to have expressed our assurance 
that the courts would acquit him of the accusation 
of crime against our municipal codes, and even that 
the attorney general representing the government 
would enter a nolle prosequi, thus committing hiin 
to the disposal of the executive as a prisoner, ora 
quasi prisoner of war, or whatever else his legal 
character might be; and then and thus having wash- 
ed our hands clean, and set ourselves right before 
God and man, to call this island mistress of a thou- 
sand ships of war to instant account. 

That this was the duty of our government is too 
plain to be debated. Was it not its duty fo cause 
this nation to keep the law of nations? Was it nof 
its duty to be just? And was not this bare justice 
to McLeod, to England, to the universal spirit of 
humanity? Was it not its duty to preserve peace if 
it might be had with honor, and, if war must come, 
to secure us one in which a Christian people might 
draw its sword? Now, sir, the difficulty was, that, 
on the 12th of March, we were in an eminently 
false position. With ample materials of the highest 
tone of complaint, perhaps even of reprisals or war 
against England, for her conduct towards us, here 
she was holding us up before all the world, for a lit- 
tle piece of our own conduct, in which we were, or 
were apparently, just about to be entirely in tke 
wrong. With the burning of the Caroline, with the 
groundless yet pertinacious grasp of our territory in 
the northeast, with the repeated seizures and 
searches of our ships at sea to complain of and go to 
war about, if a wise and inoral people had a taste for 
such entertainment, we were actually just about 


hanging one of ber soldiers because he did not run 
away from his colors! 
sition for men of sense to stand on long enough for 
her majesty’s minister to pull off his hat. Policy, 
honor, justice, honesty, humanity, all required us to 
quit itin an instant. Why give England such a 
perilous advantage as to make up a false issue like 
this? Why unite all her classes, and €very man in 
every class, in what they must think a holy war?— 
Why alienate the sympathies of the world by such a 
thing? Why commit a blunder as well as a crime? 
Why forget that he is trebly armed that has his 
| wee Eee Why shock and shame the pride of 

mérica by turning away from England to strike 
down McLeod? Sir, if you speak of blows, I be- 
lieve the people of this country would choose to be 
seen aiming full-at the front of the proud and giant 
master, rather than dragging the servant, unartned, 
unfriended and handcuffed, to the gallows. They 
feel that no laurels are to be won in such a field by 
a nation of gallant men, of men of honor, and of 
Christians. They will seek those laurels rather 
where they do naturally grow, far up on the ‘‘peril- 
ous edge of battle when it rages.” Sir, I was just 
now tok! that the late chief magistrate observed toa 
friend, some time during that fleeting month of his 
administration, that in a just cause, if congress 
would give him men and money, he had no objec- 
tion to going into a war with England, but that he 
could not bring himself to buckle on his armor and 
take the field against Alexander MeLeod. I can 
appreciate the disinclination of the Kind, brave and 
just old man to such a service. 

I repeat, then, sir, that if, on the 12th of March, 
McLeod had been awaiting trial in the courts of the 
United States, we ought to have replied to the de- 
wnand of her majesty’s minister thus: We adinit 
your proposition of international law; we are not 
quite so rude and recent among the nations as not to 
know the elements of the code that knits the fami- 
lies of the earth together. From this accusation of 
municipal offence. your subject is safe. And now 
will you in your {urn inform us (for three years we 





have waited in vain to know) on what pretence her 


compelling England to declare war on us for! 


Why, sir, this was not a po- | 


majesty’s forces, at the dead hour of night, crossed 
the inviolate line of our boundary, invaded our soil, 
dishonored onr flag, wasted the property and shed 
the blood of American citizens? 
It happened, however, that at the time when this 
demand was made, McLeod was awaiting his trial 
in the courts of New York. He wasina New York 
prison, under New York process, and the distin- 
guished senator from Pennsylvania insists that for 
this cause, at least, the government should have 
done nothing, and said nothing to the demand, but 
just have directed Mr. Fox to tell his story and car- 
ry his law to New York. We should have made no 
concessions of the legal principle; we should not 
have dared to communicate to the executive of that 
state the official evidence of the claim, and of the 
doctrine of England, and our own opinion of it; we 
should not have lifted a finger; we should have stood 
speechless, unconscious, innocent and dignified, to 
see England, New York and McLeod settle this lit- 
tle concern of national law, peace, war, life and 
death, among themselves. 

Sir, the position McLeod stood in to that great 
and admirable state undoubtedly limited the rights 
and embarrassed the action of the general govern- 
ment. But, because we could not do all that we 
would, were we not to do the little that we could? 
Were we to do nothing? Whoin have we offended? 
The state of New York? How? By desiring to se- 
cure to this prisoner, to whose fate interests so large 
and so precious were attached, a fair trial? Sir, I 
cannot believe it. New York was proceeding against 
him in the ordinary course of the administration of 
criminal law. To recognise her jurisdiction over 
him, which in the amplest manner this government 
did, and then to wish for him just what New York 
wished for him, that first of social privileges—a fair 
trial: was there in this any thing to affront her pride 
of character? any thing to ruffle a feather in the 
pluine of her acknowledged prerogative? 

But we sought to operate on the government of 
that state by communicating our opinion on the 
points of international law, and in effect advising it 
what course to pursue. Well, sir, does the con- 
veyance of advice imply disrespect towards the ob- 
ject of it, or a distrust of his integrity or his capa- 
city? Dues it prove any thing imore than that you 
feela deep solicitude that, in a great crisis of his 
fortunes and yours, he shall, for his sake and yours, 
make no mistake? Sir, here was a state with the 
physical power of engaging you in a national war, 
| Lf hostilities followed the execution of McLeod, it 
would not have been a waron New York alone, but 
on Louisiana, on South Carolina, on Maryland, on 
Massachusetts. If they should be more immedi- 
,ately aimed at her, your valor and your treasure 
must have united with hers, for her defenee. A 
state, then, might plunge you in a general war; and 
vet, under the constitution, no state has the legal 
and direct right to make a war for you or for her- 
self. She has no right to terminate it, by treaty, 
after it has begun. That great prerogative is yours 
alone. Those transcenent imperial powers, by 
which and through which we are known to the na- 
tiens, are your powers, And now is it possible 
that a stafe, prohibited by the constitution froj;, 
inaking war, from making treaties, may consum- 
mate an act for which we must answer with our 
best blood, on the field and on the deck; and yet 
that this government, clothed by the constitution 
with all these great trusts, charged with the con- 
servation of peace, with the conduct, expenditures 
and hazards of war—this government, whose flag 
alone it is that waves over the universal American 
family, wheresoever a member.of it wandets, on 
land or sea—that we cannot respectfully approach 
any state with the communication of advisory sug- 
gestion, aud deliberate with her on a subject of 
great novelty, difficulty and importance? I have no 
great opinion of such transcendentalism of delicacy 
as this—good for winning electoral votes, poesibly, 
but unfitting a man or a governinent for manly and 
usefulaction. Sir, New York is ably represented 
here, by gentlemen of both political parties, and 
they can answer for her; but I believe she will laugh 
to scorn the suggestion we hear of out of doors, that 
any disrespect has been shown or felt for her go- 
vernment or her people, for her judicial learning, or 
for the temper, feelings and views of aby portion of 
her wide spread community. 

In judging on this part of the subject, in this in- 
guiry how far this government has exceeded its 
powers, invaded state rights, or betrayed indecorous 
anxiety and haste to save this person from the gal- 
lows, lL ask you to take one thing into vour consi- 
deration. Sir, itis no answer at all to England to 
say this is the affairof New York. She knows 
nothing even of that magnificent empire state as a 
separate state. _We do not allow her to know ‘any 
thing of any state by our federal constitution in that 





capacity. We do not allow her to have diplomatic 
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access toany. To attempt to make a treaty with 
any would be clear ground of war. We inform her 
that, by our federal constitution, the foreign rela- 
tions of New York are reposited here; and if she 
has any cause of complaint against her, she will 
please to leave her card at our door. England, of 
course, all the nations, must hold us to this; and if 
any state affords her giound of war, it is against us 
that we ourselves direct her to turn her steel. At 
the same time, therefore, that Or federal relations 
to New York hindered us from doing much, our ob- 
ligation on the laws of nations, to England, to do 
every thing was not in the least degree lessened by 
them. The clear course of the government, there- 
fore, was to tlo what it did; to apprize that patriotic 
and noble state of our opinions on the justice of the 
demand of England; to do what we decorously could 
to aveit so senseless and fatal an act as the execu- 
tion of the prisoner; to have his case fairly tried, 
and, ifneedful, to have his case brought into the na- 
tional tribunals; to explain to England why we 
could go no further, and then abide the result. Any 
thing, every thing were better than a war on such 
a ground, that no man could bear of a defeat or a 
victory without tears of bitterest humiliation fer 
America. 

Mr. President, I have one duty more to perform, 
not 30 much to the secretary of state as to ny own 
feelings, and then I shall have done. I have said 
that it was the business of the government, alter, as 
far as was practicable, clearing itself of fault in the 
maiter of McLeod, to demand satisfaction, with- 
holden and slept upon by England under the last 
adwinistration for three years, for the destruction of 
the Caroline. Gentlemen will do the secretary of 
state the justice to remember that far the larger part 
of the letter to Mr. Fox is devoted to the perfor- 
mance of what he must have felt, as we feel it to 
be, his most agreeable duty. They will concede, 
too, that this part of his work is eminently well 
done. I should but degrade the seat which | hold 
in this high place by public adulation of any man, 
evenof him. That he is my strong and constant 
friend would be no apology at all. 
that the ability and spirit with which this paper is 
written will give ita high place among the ablest 
diplomatic compositions which enrich the archives 
of even the department ofstate. He has vindicated 
the government of his country under all administra- 
tions, making no narrow, unnational discriminations 
between thein, from every shadow of blaine in re- 
ference to the Canadian border troubles; has proved 
that, so far from permitting or conniving at any par 
ticipation in them by our people, we have set an 
exainple to the world; we have been the first nation 
in the world to prohibit our citizens from making 
any form of war on a country With whose govern- 
ment our own government was at peace; has proved 
that England had no right to make so rash and fatal 
an invasion on this. Sir, with this letter unrecall- 
ed, I think no English minister will tell us again, 
at the end of three more years, that he understood 
our claim for satisfaction had been withdrawn. 

That this argument is ably conducted, you all 
admit. But the course of the distinguished sena- 
tor’s observations makes it more immediately due 
to Mr. Webster to remind you that the argument is 

go conducted as not only to inform the public jadg- 
ment about this wrong, but to excite just sensibill- 
ties in relation to it. It is so conducted as noi only 
to enlighten the understanding, but to lift up the 
spirit of the country. He has not stooped to pick 
out and bluster about what is called the language of 
threat, but he has met the whole claisn and the 
whole case of England with a composed and firin 
dignity, and with a manly decision; in the temper 
of a statesman, who holds the peace and glory of 
his country in his hands. , 

The senator from Virginia (Mr. Rtves ) last eve- 
ning read to us a portion of this paper. Let me en- 
able its distinguished author, now no more ainong 
you, again, though absent froin this scene of his 
Ae and splendid series of patriotic service, to 
speak for himself: ? 

“Under these circumstances, and under those im- 
mediately connected with the transaction itself, it 
will be for her inajesty’s government to show upon 
what state of facts and what rules of national law 
the destruction of the Caroline is to be detended.— 
It will be for (hat government to show a necessity 
of self-defence, instant, overwhelming, leaving no 
choice of means and no moment for deliberation.— 
It will be for it to show, also, that the loca} autho- 
rities of Canada, even supposing the necessity of 
the moment authorised thein to enter the territories 
of the United States at all, did nothing unreasonable 
or excessive, since the act, justified by the neceasi- 
ty of self-defence, must be limited by that necessi- 
ty, and kept clearly within it. tee 

“It must be shown that admonition or remon- 


Yet I will say | 





strance to the persons on board the ‘Caroline’ was | 


impracticable, or would have been unavailing; it 
must be shown that day-light could not he waited 
for; that there could be no attempt at discrimination 
between the innocent and the guilty; that it would 
not have been enough to seize and detain the ves- 
sel; but that there was a necessity, present and ine- 
vitable, for attacking her in the darktess of the 
night, while moored to the shore, and while unarm- 
ed men were asleep on board, killing some and 
wounding others, and then drawing her into the 
current, above the cataract, setting her on fire, and, 
careless to know whether there might not be in her 
the innocent with the guilty, or the living with the 
dead, committing her to a fate which fills the ima- 
gination with horror. A necessity for all this, the 


government of the United States cannot believe to 
have existed.” 


. To these hands, for one, I am willing to entrust 
the rights and the fame of my country. 

Mr. President, I concur entirely with both the 
senators who have preceded me that there need be 
felt no apprehension of a war with England. Like 
them, I neither expect nor desire it. Heaven for- 
bid! I know of nothing between the governments 
that ought not to be and may not be easily and ho- 
norably composed. But whatever may befall, I 
claim it as the praise of this administration, that it 
has had the manliness to seek peace by justice; and 
that, if war shall come, it has done all that man can 
du to enable us so to go into it that we may have 
the approval of our own consciences, self-respect, 
the moral judgments of the world, and may I not 
add, the God of our fathers with us in the conflict. 

Mr. Calhoun said: I rise with the intention of 
stating very briefly the conclusion to which my re- 


flections have brought me on the question before 
us. 


Permit me, at the outset, to premise that I hearti- 
ly approve of the principle so often repeated in this 
discussion, that our true policy, in counexion with 
our foreign relations, is neither to do nor to suffer 
wrong, not only because the principle is right of 
itself, but because it is, in its application to us, 
wise and politic, as well as right. Peace is pre- 
eminently our policy. Ourroad to greatness lies not 
over the ruins of others, but in the quite and peace- 
ful developinent of ourimmeasurably great internal 
resources—in subduing our vast forests, perfecting 
the means of internal intercourse throughout our 
widely extended country, and in drawing forth its 
unbounded agricultural, manufacturing, mineral and 
commercial resources. In this ample field, all the 
industry, ingenuity, enterprise and energy of our 
people may find tull employment for centuries to 
come; and, through its successful cultivation, we 
nay hope to rise, not only to a state of prosperity, 
but to that of greatness and influence over the des- 
tiny of the human race, higher than bas ever been 
attained by arms by the most renowned nations of 
ancient or modern tines. War, so far fromm accele- 
rating, can but retard our march to greainess. It 
is, then, not only our duty, but our policy, to avoid 
it, as long as it can be, with honor and a just regard 
to our rights; and, as one of the most certain means 
of avoiding war, we ought to observe strict justice 
in our intercourse with others. But that is not of 
itself sufficient. We must exact justice as well as 
render justice, and be prepared to do so; for where 
is there an example to be found of either individual 
or nation, that has preserved peace by yielding to 
unjust demands?. 

It is in the spirit of these remarks that I have in- 
vestigated the subject before us, without the slightest 
party feelings, but with an anxious desire not to 
embarrass existing negotiations between the two 
governinents, or influence in any degree pending 
judicial proceedings. My sole object is to ascer- 
tain whether the principle already stated, and 
which all acknowledge to be fundamental in our 
foreign policy, has in fact been respected in the 
present case. | regret to state that the result of my 
investigation is a conviction that it has not. I have 
been forced to the conclusion that the secretary of 
state has not met the peremptory demand of the 
British government for the immediate release of 
McLeod as he ought; the reasons for which, with- 
out further remark, I will now proceed to state. 


That demand, as stated in the letter, rests on the 
alleged facts, that the transaction for which McLeod 
was arrested, is a public one; that it was under. 
taken by the order of the colonial authorities, who 
were invested with unlimited power to defend the 
colony, and that the government at home has sane- 
tioned both the order and its execution. On this 
allegation, the British minister, acting directly un- 
der the orders of his government, demanded his im- 
mediate release, on the broad ground that he, as 
well as others engaged with him, was ‘performing 
an act of public duty, for which he cannot be made 
personally and individually responsible to the laws 


———— 
and tribunals of any foreign country;” thus 
ing asa universal principle of international 
that where a government authorises or approves of 
an act of an individual, it makes it the act of the 
governinent, aud thereby exempts the individual 
trom all responsibility to the injured countiy, [> 
this demand, resting on this broad and Universal 
principle, our secretary of state assented; and, jy 
conformity, gave the instruction to the attorne 
general, which is attached to the correspondenc¢ 
and we have thus presented for our consideration 
the grave question, do the laws of nations recognise 
any such principle? 

I feel that 1 hazard nothing in saying they do not. 
No authority has been cited to sanction it, nor do | 
believe that any can be. © It would be no less vain 
to look to reason than to authority for a sanction. 
The flaws of nations are but the laws and morals 
as applicable to individuals, so far modified, and no 
further, as reason may make tecessary in their ap. 
plication to nations. Now, there can be no doubt 
that the analogous rule, when applied to individy. 
als, is, that both principal and agents, or, if you will, 
instruments, are responsible in criminal cases; qj. 
rectly the reverse of the rule on which the demand 
for the release of McLeod is made. Why, I ask, 
should the rnle in this case be reversed, when ap- 
plied to nations, which is universally admitted to 
be true in the case of individuals? Can any good 
reason be assigned? ‘To reverse it when applied to 
individuals, all must see, would lead to the worst of 
consequences, and, if I do not greatly mistake, 
must in like manner, if reversed, when applied to 
nations. Let us see how it would act when brought 
to the test of particular cases. 

Suppose, then, that the British, or any other go. 
vernment in contemplation of war, should send out 
eimissaries to blow up the fortifications erected at 
such vast expense, for the defence of our great 
commercial marts—New York and others—and that 
the band employed to blow up Fort Hamilton, or 
any other of the fortresses for the defence of New 
Yoik, should be detected in the very act of firing 
the train: would the production of the most au- 
thentic papers, signed by all the authorities of the 
British government, make it a public transaction, 
and exempt the villains from all responsibility to 
our laws and tribunals? Or would that government 
dare make ademand for their immediate release? 
Or, if made, would ours dare yield to it, and release 
them? The supposition, I know, is altogether im- 
probable; but it is not the less, on that account, 
calculated to test the principle. 

But I shail next select one that may possibly oc- 
cur. Suppose then in contemplation of the same 
event, black emissaries should be sent from Jamai- 
ca, to tainper with our siavesin the south, and that 
they should be detected at midnight, in an assein- 
bly of slaves, where they were urging theim to 
rise in rebellion against their masters; and that 
they should produce the authority of the home go- 
vernmeut, in the most solemn form, authorising 
them in what they did: ought that to exempt the 
cut-throats from all responsibility to our laws and 
tribunals? Or, if arrested, onght our government 
to release them on a pereinptory demand to do so? 
And if that could not be done torthwith, from the 
einbarrassinent of state laws and state authorities, 
ought this government to employ counsel and to 
use ifs authority and influence to effect it? And,if 
that could not accomplish its object, would it be 
justified in taking the ease into their own tribunals, 
with the view of entering a nolle prosequi? 

But, settling aside all suppositious cases, I shall 
take one that actually occurred—that of the notori- 
ous Henry, employed by the colonial authority of 
Canada to tamper with a portion of our people, 
prior to the late war, with the intention of alienating 
them from their government, and effeeting a dis- 
union in the event of hostilities. Suppose he hat 
been detected and arrested tor his treasonable con- 
duct, and that the British government had made the 
like demand for his release, on the ground that he 
was executing the orders of his government, and 
was not, therefore, liable, personally or individually, 
to our laws and tribunals: I ask, would our govern- 
}ment be bound to comply with the demand? 

To all these questions and thousands of others 
that might be asked, noright-miuded man can besi- 
tate for a moment to answer in the negative. The 
rule, then, if it does exist, must be far from univer- 
sal. But does it exist at all? Does it even ina 
state of war, when, if ever, if we may judge from 
the remarks of gentlemen on the opposite side, If 
must? They seemed to consider nothing more was 
necessary to establish the principle for which they 
contend but to show that this and all other cases of 
armed violence on the part of one nation or its cill- 
zens against another is in tact war; informal! war, 
as they call it, in contradistinction from ane pro 
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“Well, then, let us inquire if the principle for 
which they contend, that the authority, or the sanc- 
tion of his yovernment, exempis an mdividual from 
ail responsibility to the injured government, exists 
even in case ol War, 

‘Turning, then, from a state of peace to that of 
war, we find, at the very threshold, a very lunpor- 
tant exception to the rule, il it exists at all, in the 
case of spies. None can doubt that, if a spy is de- 
tected and arrested, he is individually and personal. 
ly responsible, though his pockets should be filled 
with ail the authority the country which employed 
him could give. 

But is the case of spies the onlyexception? Are 
they alone personally and individually responsible? 
Far otherwise. The war may be declared in the 
most solernn manner; the invaders may carry with 
them the highest authority of their government, and 
yet, so far from exempting them individually, offi- 
cers, inen, and all way be slaughtered and destroy- 
ed in almost every possible manner, not only with- 
out the violation of international laws, but with 
rich honor and glory to their destroyers, ‘Talk of 
the responsibility of the government, exempting 
their instruments from responsibility! How, let 
me ask, can the government be made responsible, 
but through its agents or instruments? Separate 
the government from them, and what is it but an 
jdval, intangible thing? True itis, when an invading 
enemy is captured or surrenders, bis life is protect- 
ed by the laws of nations, as they now stand; but 
not because the authority of his governinent pro- 
tects it, or that he is not responsible to the invaded 
country. Itis to be traced toa different and higher 
source—the progress of civilization, which has ml- 
tivated the laws of war. Originally it was differ- 
ent. The life of an invader might be taken, whe- 
ther armed or disarmed. He who captured an ene- 
my had aright to take his life. The older writers 
on the laws of nations traced the lawfulness of mak- 
ing aslave of a prisoner to the fact that he who 
captured him had a right to his life; and, if he spar- 
ed it,a right to his service. To commute death 
unto serviiude was the first step in mitigating the 
horrors of war. That has been followed by a fur- 
ther mitigation, which spares the lile of a prisoner, 
excepling the case of spies, to whoin the laws of 
war, as they stood originally, are still in force. 
But, because their lives are spared, prisoners do 
not cease to be individually responsible to the in- 
vaded country. Their liberty atthe time is forfeit- 
ed toit. Should they attempt to escape, or if there 
be danger of their being released by superior force, 
their lives may be still taken, without regard to the 
fact that they acted under the authority of their 
country. A demand on the part of their govern- 
ment for an immediate release, on the ground as- 
suined in this case, would be regarded as an act ol 
lusanity. 

Now, sir, if the senators from Virginia and Mas- 
sachusetts (Mr. Rives and Mr. Choate) could suc- 
ceed in making the case of the attack on the Caro- 
line to be an act of war, it would availthe:n nothing 
in their attempt to defend the demand of Mr. Fox 
or the concession of Mr. Webster. McLeod, if it 
be war, would be a prisoner of war, which, if it pro- 
tected his life, forfeited bis liberty. In that charac- 
ter, so far from his government having a right to 
deinand his immediate release, under a threat of 
War, our government would have the unquestiona- 
ble right to detain him till there was a salisfactory 
termination of the war by the adjustment of the 
question. 


To place this result in a stronger view, suppose, 
after the destruction of the Caroline, the armed band 
Which perpetrated the act had been captured on 
their retreat by an armed force of our citizens, 
would they not, if the transaction is to be regard as 


War, justly have been considered as prisoners of 
war, to be held as such, in actual confine:nent, if 


our government thought proper, till the question 
Was amicably settled? And would not the deinand 
lor their immediate release in such a case be re- 
garded as one of the most insolentever made by one 
independent country on another? And can the fact 
that one of the band has come into our possession as 
McLeod has; if it is to be considered as war, vary 
the case in the least? Viewed inthis light, the an- 
‘hority or sanction of the British government would 
be a yond defence against the charge of murder or 
arson, but it would be no less so against his release. 


But, this is not a case of war, formal or informal, 
taking the latter in the broadest sense. It has not 
fen thought so nor so treated by either govern- 
ment, and Mr. Webster himself, in hisreply to Mr. 
OX which has been so lauded by the two senators, 
*peaks of it as “a hostile intrusion into the territory 
Ola power al peace.’”? ‘he transaction coines under 
a Class of cases fully recognised by writers on inter- 
national law as distinet from war—that of bellige- 


rents entering with force the territories of neutrals; 
and it only remains to determine whether, when 
viewed in this, its true light, our secretary has taken 
the grounds, which our rights and honor required, 
against the demand of the British minister. 

Thus regarded, the first point presented for con- 
sideration is, whether Great Britain, as a beilige- 
rent, was justified in entering our territory uuder 
the circumstances she did. And here let me re- 
mark, that it is a fundamental principle in the laws 
of nations, that every state or nation has full and 
complete jurisdiction over its own lerritory to the 
exclusion of all others—a principle essential to in- 
dependznce, and therefore held most sacred. It is 
accordingly laid down by all writers on those laws 
who treat of the subject, that nothing short of ez- 
treme necesstly can justify a belligerent in entering, 
with an armed force, on the territory of a veutrai 
power, and, when entered, in doing any act which 
is not forced on thein by the like necessity which 
justified the entering. In both of the posiiions I 
ain held out by the secretary himself. The next 
point to be considered is, did Great Britain enter 
our territory in this case under any such necessity, 
and, if she did, were her acts limited by such ne- 
cessity? Hereagain I may rely on the authority of 
the secretary, and, if it had not already beea quoted 
by both of the senators on the other side who pre- 
ceded me, I would read the eloquent passage to- 
wards the close of his I-tter to Mr. Fox, which 
they did with so much applause. With this high 
authority, I may then assume that the governinent 
of Great Britain, in this case, had no authority ua- 
der the laws of nations either to enter our territory 
or to do what was done in the destruction of the Ca- 
roline after it was entered. 

Now, sir, I ask, under this statement of the case, 
what out to have been our reply when the per- 
emptory demand was made for the immediate re- 
lease of McLeod? Onght not our secretary of state 
have told Mr. Fox that we regarded the hostile en- 
try into our territory, and what was perpetrated 
after the entry, as without warrant under the laws 
of nations? That the fact had been made known to 
his government long since, immediately after the 
transaction? That we had received no explanation 
or answer? That we had no reason for believing 
that his government had sanctioned the act? That 
McLeod had been arrested and indicted under the 
local authority of New York, without possibility of 
knowing that the transaction had been sanctioned 
by it? That we still regarded the transaction in 
the light we originally did, and could not even con- 
sider the demand till the conduct of which we had 
complained was explained? But, in the mean time, 
that McLeod might have the benefit of the fact on 
his trial that the transaction was sanctioned by his 
governinent, it would be transmitted in due form to 
those who had charge of his defence? 

Here let me say that I entirely concur with Mr. 


of the transaction in question was an important fact 
in the trial of McLeod, without, however, pretend- 
ing to offer an opinion whether it would be a valid 
reason againsta charge of murder, of which the es- 
sence is killing with malice prepense. {tis a point 
for the court and jury and not for us to decide. Nor 
do I intend to venture an opinion whether, if found 
guilty, with the knowledge of the fact that his go- 
vernment approved of his conduct, it onght not to 
be good cause for his pardon, on high considera- 
tions of humanity and policy. I leave both ques- 
tions, without remark, to those to whom the deci- 
sion properly belongs, except to express my con- 
viction that there is not and has not been the least 
danger that any step would be taken towards him 
not fully sustained by justice, humanity and sound 
policy. Any step which did not strictly comport 
with these would shock the whole community. 
Having taken the ground, I have indicated that 
we ought to have received explanation before we 
respond toa peremptory demand; there we ought 
to have rested till we had first received explanation. 
It is a maxim that he who seeks equity must do 
equity; and, on the same principle, a governinent 
that seeks to enforce the laws of nations in a parti- 
cular case against another, ought to show that it has 
first observed thei on its own part in the same trans- 
action; or at least show plausible reasons for think. 
ing that it had. None, but a proud and haughty 
nation like England; would think of making the de- 
mand she has without even deigning to notiee our 
complaints against her conduct in connexion with 
the same transaction; and I cannot but think that, 
in yielding to her demand, under such cirecutw- 
stances, the secretary has not only failed to exact 
what is due to onr righis and honor, as an inde- 
pendent people, but has, as far as the influence ot 
the example may affect it, made a dangerous inno- 
vation on the code of international laws. I cannot 
‘bat think the principle on which the demand to 
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which he yielded was made is highly adverse to the 
weaker power, which we must admit ourselves yet 
to be, when compared to Great Britain. Aggres- 
sions are rarely by the weak against the stronger 
power, but the reverse; and the practical effeet of 
the principle, if aduiited, would be to change the 
responsibility of declaring war from the aggressor— 
the stonger power—to the aggrieved, the weaker; a 
disadvantage so great, that the alternative of aban- 
doning the demand of redress for the aggression 
would almost invariably be forced on the weaker, 
rather than to appeal to armns. This case itself will 
furnish an illustration. We have been told again 
anc again, in this disenssion, that in yielding to 
the deinand to release McLeod we do not surrender 
our right to hold Great Britain responsible; that we 
have the power and will to exact justice by arins. 
This may be so; but is it not felt on all sides that 
this is, I will not say empty boasting, but that it is 
all talk? After yielding to the peremptory demand 
for his immediate release; after sending the attorney 
general to Jook after his safety, and employing 
able counsel to defend hitn against the laws of the 
state, the public feeling must be too much let down 
to think of taking so bold and responsible a mea- 
sure as that of declaring war. The only hope we 
could ever have had for a redress for the aggression 
would have been to demand justice of the British 
government before we answered her demand on us; 
and I accordingly regard the acqniescence in the 
demand for release, without making a demand of 
redress On Our part, as settling all questions con- 
nected with the transaction. Thus regarding it, I 
must say that, though I am ready to concede to Mr. 
Webster’s letter in reply to Mr. Fox all the excel- 
lence which his friends claim for it, the feeling 
that it was out of place destroyed all its beanties in 
my eyes. Its lofty sentiments and strong condem- 
nation of the act would have shown to advantage in 
a letter claiming redress on our part before yielding 
to a peremptory demand; but, afterwards, it looked 
too much like putting on airs when it was too late; 
after having made an apology and virtually con- 
ceded the point at issue. In truth, the letter in- 
dicates that Mr. Webster was not entirely satisfied 
with his ready compliance with Mr. Fox’s demand, 
of which the part where he says that he is not cer- 
tain that he correctly understood him in demanding 
an immediate release furnishes a striking instance. 
‘yy 4 5 F 
here could be but little donbt as to what was 
meant; but the assumption of one afforded a conve- 
nient opportunity of modifying the ground he first 
took. 
[DEBATE TO BE CONTINUED ] 








TWENTY-SEVENTH CONGRESS. 
FIRST SESSION, 
SENATE. 
June 11. The resolution of Mr. Sevier calling 


Forsyth, that the approval of the British government |on the executive for information in regard to the 


removal of general Aibuckle from Fort Gibson to 
Baton Rouge, was debated at some length, by 
Messrs. Sevier, Benton, Preston, Clay and Barrow 
after which it was laid on the table. 

The motion of Mr. Rives to refer so much of 
the president’s message as relates to our fy 
affairs to the committee on foreiyn affairs. ¢ 
up Mr. Choate, of Mass. took the floor and a 
ed the senate for nearly two hours, 

Mr. Calhoun replied, and controverted some of 
the positions of Mr. Choute, alter he concluded Mr. 
Huntington, of Connecticut, followed in opposition 
to Mr. Culhoun, ane discussed the question atsome 
length, after which the senate adjuurned. 


June 12. The following momorials and petitions 
were presented and appropriately referred: 


reign 
oming 
idress- 





of New York, numerously signed, praying t 
actment of auniform bankrupt law, . 


By Mr. Clay, of Ky. two memorials from the city 


he en- 


Also, from citizens of Washington, inthe District 
of Columbia, stating that the city was flooded w ith 
small notes from abroad, not worth what they bore 
on their face, and asking that the banks of said Dis- 
trict may be allowed to issue sinall notes payable in 
specie. 

By Mr. Smith, of Indiana, a memorial, nume- 
ene Signed by the citizens of the town of Wayne 
in that state, praying congres al 
A sly og praying gress to passa general 

By Mr. Henderson, from citizens of Jefferson 
county, Mississippi, for the enactment of a bank- 
rupt law. 

_ By Mr. Wright, memorials from citizens of New 
York, and from citizens of Clinton, in Clinton coun- 
ty, in that state, for a bankrupt law. 

Mr. Merrick, from the committee for the Die. 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to revive and 
continue in foree, until the 4th day of July 1843, 


ier charters of the banks of the District of Colum- 
ia. 
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The bill appropriating for a limited time the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands to the several states, and 
for granting lands to certain states, was read a se- 
cond time, and referred to the committee on the 
public lands. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Smith, of Indi- 
ana, calling on the secretary of the treasury for 
information in relation to the public lands, was 
adopted. 

The resolutions submitted by Mr. Benton, calling 
on the president for certain information, were seve- 
rally considered and adopted. 

Mr. Sevier, expressing the intention to move a 
resolution, first called for the reading of a clause 
in the report of the secretary of war which alludes 
to certain frauds perpetrated in the southwest in the 
execution of Indian treaties. The clause having 
been read, he then sent to the chair a letter from J. 
R. Stevenson, disbursing agent, inquiring whether 
he was to consider himself as included in the clause 
referred to 

Mr. S. then offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, 'That the secretary of war be directed to 
furnish the senate with the names of all the contrac- 
tors in the southwest who have received enormous pro- 
fits under Indian annuities, involving the disburse- 
ments of large sums of money for the emigration and 
subsistence of Indians, as referred to by him in his 
cominunication to the president on the 3lst May, 1841, 
and which profits were effected by bribing some of the 
subordinate instruments in the public emplovme:tt, 
furnishing the names of those instruments, or through 
the mismanagement of higher public agents, giving 
the names of those agents, who can only screen them- 
selves from suspicion of a connivance in the frauds by 
submitiing to the imputations of gross negligence or 
ignorance or incapacity in the performance of their 
duty; and that he furnish to the senate the names of 
all the parties referred to, whether agents of high or 
subordinate grade, bribed instruments or contractors, 
and the testimony upon which his communication is 
predicated. 

After some conversation, the resolution was laid 
on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Preston’s resolution of inquiry concerning 
the return of a portion of our fleet in the Mediter- 
ranean having been taken up— 

Mr. Preston modified it so as to inake it a call 
for the correspondence of our minister in England 
with the officers of the Mediterranean squadron and 
the despatches addressed by captain Bolton to the 
secretary of the navy. 

After some conversation between the mover and 
Mr. Sevier as to the distinction between this call 
and that relating to the transter of gen. Arbuckle, 
the resolution, having been slightly modified, was 
agreed to. 

The following resolution, moved some days ago 
by Mr. Olay, of Kentucky, having been taken up 
lor consideration— 

Resolved, That when the senate adjourn during the 
present session leaving a subject under discussion and 
undecided, the consideration of the subject shall be 
resumed at the next meeting of the senate, immedi- 
ately after the journal is read, and _ petitions and re- 


ports are reccived, without waiting for the usual hour | 


of one o’clock. 

The resolution was debated by Messrs. Benton, 
Clay, Young, Bayard, Buchanan, King, Culhoun and 
Allen, when Mr, Calhoun suggested that the resolu- 
tion be so far amended as to add ‘‘resolutions” after 
“reports,” 


Mr. Clay declined accepting this a3 a modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. Walker wished it to include calls to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Calhoun moved to lay the resolution on the 
table but withdrew the motion at the request of 

Mr. Bayard, who suggested the expediency of 
inserting an exception in favor of resolutions of in- 
quiry touching the subjects that might be under 
discussion. 

Mr. Calhoun renewed his motion to lay on the 
table, on which the yeas and nays, being called re- 
sulted as follows: yeas 19, nays 27. 

Mr. Clay now signified his willingness to accept 
the amendment proposed by Mr. Bayard, though 
he did not consider it as necessary. 


Mr. Clay, of Alabama, moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out the latter clause, ‘‘re- 
specting subjects under discussion,” and supported 
his motion by some remarks in favor of allowing 
calls on the departments for information. 

Mr. Clay, ot Kentucky, replied that the effect of 
this would be to render the resolution perfectly nu- 
gatory. He assured gentlemen that there was no 
disposition on his side of the house to prevent iIn- 
quiry. He certainly had none himself. 
the gentlemen realy imagine that, because as a 
minority they possessed certain rights, they had the 
right of controlling the business of congress? Sup- 
pose one of them should introduce a resolution, for 


example,on the subject of proscription, and the | consideration to-morrow. 


| two of said directors to be elected at each successive 





But did | 





senate should be drawn off to debate on that sub-/ 
ject, what 'a sadly ludicrous spectacle would they 
not present to the American people, debating for 
months this matter of prescription. Would a course 
like that obey the will and fulfil the expectations 
of the American people? The presentation of re- 
solutions would not be prevented by this rule, save 
at times when an important subject was under dis- 
cussion, and remained undecided. He ho that 
gentlemen would not insist on going, at this called 
session, into general unrestricted legislation. 

Mr. Clay, of Alabama, here suggested that if the 
object was to prevent the consumption of the whole 
morning till one o’clock on matters not connected 
with those great subjects for which the session had 
been called, that might easily be accomplished by 
so modifying the resolution as to set apart one hour 
for the consideration of memorials, reports and re- 
solutions. He suggested that modification, and aske 
if it was unreasonable? ‘ 

Mr. Clay, of Kentucky, replied that he really 
wished to see the business of the senate done in 
the manner most agreeable to gentlemen on all 
sides of the house. If gentlemen would be con- 
tent with having one hour assigned them for their 
calls on the departments and other resolutions, very 
well, he, for one, would assent to such an arrange- 
ment. . 

At the suggestion of Mr. King, of Alabama, Mr. 
Clay further modified the resolution by adding the 
words, ‘‘unless otherwise ordered by the senate.” 
And the resolution in its finally ainended shape was 
then adopted as follows: 

Resolved, 'That during the present session, at the ex- 
piration of one hour after the meeting of the senate 
each day, the senate will proceed to the consideration 
of the subject lett unfinished the preceding day, unless 
otherwise ordered by the senate. 

Mr. Walker moved the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That the select committee to whom was 
referred the question of reporting to the senate on the 
subject of a fiscal agent for the government of the 
United States, be directed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of vesting the control of said agency in a board 
of six directors, located at the city of Washington, to 
be chosen by a joiut vote of both houses of congress, 


vote, each member being permitted to vote only on each 
occasion for one directur, so as to prevent said board 
being placed under the control of the executive or of 
any party. 

tesolved, That said committee be also instructed to 
inquire into the expediency of tendering to the states 
branches of said fiscal agency, on the condition pre- 
cedent, that said states have first entered into an agree- 
ment with each other for the gradual and prospective 


limitation or abandonment of the banking power of the 
states. 


Resolved, That said committee be also instructed to 
inquire into the expedency of confining said agency to 
the use uf gold and silver, and of bills receivable of the 
government of the United States of large denomina- 
tions, excluding all the paper of the state banks, and 
so as to retain an adequate supply and circulation of 
gold as well as silver at all times in the United States. 

Resolved, That said committee be also instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of applying prospective- 
ly “ bankrupt power of this government to the state 
banks. 


The resolutions were then laid upon the table and 
ordered to be printed. 

A report was received and read from the secre- 
tary of the treasury, containing the heads of the 
proposed plan fora fiscal bank of the United States, 
accompanied by a bill in correspondence with it. 

The bill and report were referred to the select 
committee on the currency, and 1,500 extra copies 
of both were ordered to be printed. 

The senate then went into the election of a chap- 
lain. 

When the rev. Mr. Tustin, having received 29 
votes, was declared duly elected. 

And the senate adjourned. 


June 14. Memorials in favor of a bankrupt law 
were presented by Messrs. Evans, Wright and Hen- 
derson. 

Mr. Berrien, from the committee on the judiciary, 
made a report on amemorial praying for an increase 
of the salary of the district judge of Louisiana, in 
favor of the object, but praying to be discharged 
from the consideration of it, until the next session. 

Petitions were presented on the subject of a na- 
tional bank, for it by Mr. Kerr, and against it by 
Mr. Wright. 

The resolution offered by Mr. Benton, calling for 
a schedule of the payments out of the treasury for 
the last three months, was taken up for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. Woodbury moved an amendment, making the 
call more specific. 


Mr. Clay moved to lay the resolution on the ta- |’ 


ble, yeas 22, noes 19. 


Mr. Benton gave notice that he should ask the]. 





—— 


Mr. Walker submitted a resolution fnatracting 
the committee on the public lands to inquire ints 
the expediency of making a modification of the pj) 
to provide for the distribution of the proceeds of the 
public lands, so as to make it a law for a general 
pre-emption system, which was agreed to. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Woodbury, val}. 
ing on the president to inform the senate if any ap- 
plication bas been made to him to buy state Btocks 
was taken up and agreed to. 

‘Phe resolution otiered by Mr. Sevier, calling on 
the secretary of war to state the names of the con. 
traetors for the removal of the Indiantis in the south 
west who nade exorbitant profits, &c. was taken 
up. 

Mr. Morehead suggested the postponement of the 
subject until the charges of the secretary of war 
shall have been investigated. 

Mr. Sevier reiterated’ what he had before stated 
on this subject. He feared that the inquiry about 
to be entered into was to be a sort of a star chamber 
investigation, and would be conducted in an ez part, 
manner. He wished to know also how the migrat. 
ing Seminoles were provided with foud, whether 
they are fed by contract or not fed at all. He 
would stand by the secretary of war in ferretin 


out any real abuses, and he wished to know the 
names of the parties. 


Mr. Morehead said he would go with the senator 
at the proper time, but he thought it would be bet. 
ter to suspend the call for the present. He had 
called on the secretary of war, and had a conversa. 
tion with him on the subject, and he assured the 
senator that a call at this moment would but embar. 
rass the inquiries of the secretary. The secretary 
in the present state of the inquiry would not be able 
to furnish any satisfactory answer to the call be. 
cause the proceedings were incomplete. 

ans Morehead moved to lay the resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. Sevier asked for the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered. 

The question was then taken and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 24, nays 22. 


The special order, being the motion of Mr. Rive: | 


to refer the message of the president in relation to 
our foreign affairs to the committee on foregn af. 
fairs, was taken up and debated at length by Mesers. 
Preston and Benton, after which the senate on mo- 
tion of Mr. Buchanan adjourned. 


June 15. The president of the senate laid before 
that body three several messages from the treasury 
department in compliance with resolutions of the 
8th inst. which were ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

The following tnemorials and petitions were pre- 
sented and appropriately referred: 

By Mr. Tullmadge, from citizens of New York, 
for a bankrupt law. 

By Mr. White, from a number of citizens of In- 
diana, for the enactment of a bankrupt law. 

By Mr. Wright, from citizens of New York, for 
the enactment of a bankrupt law. 

On motion of Mr. Dizon, the senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution relative to the election of 
a public printer. : 

The senate then proceeded to baliot for public 
printer, when Mr. Thomas Allen, having received 
27 votes, was declared duly elected. 

The bill to revive and extend the charters of cer 
tain banks in the District of Columbia was thet 
taken up, but was passed over in consequence 0! 
the unavoidable absence of the chairman. 

The motion to print 1,500 copies additional o 
the report of the plan of the secretary of the trea- 
sury was announced. 


Mr. Clay said he should not move it then; indeed, 
it had remained so long that if the types were scat- 
tered he did not know whether he should move tt 
at all. The matter had sufficient publicity through 
the newspapers. He did not, however, wish 0 
prevent the senator from New Hampshire (Mr. 
Woodbury) from making a speech; there would, 
however, be other occasions when he would have 
an opportunity of saying what he desired. 

Mr. King said, if the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire wished to proceed, he had the right; it wa 
perfectly in order to do so, and the senator from 
Kentucky had no right to object. 


Mr. Clay had no desire to enter into any discus 
sion on forms of order; he would not consent t0 
have his proposition snatched from him whether he 
would or no. If the senator from New Hampshire 
desired to speak, he had no disposition to prevett 
him; if to-morrow or any other suitable occasio! 
he chose to proceed, Mr. C. would not object. 

Mr. King. To-morrow, then; let it be so under 
stood. ‘ 
The senate then proceeded to the consideratio" 
of the motion to refer so much of the president? 


SO IS. - . 
et.” 
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ng message as relates to foreign affairs to the commit- | gentlemen made calls on the departments which which to make out the list, and there had not been 
ito tee on foreign affairs; when Mr. Buchanan rose and {| would have a tendency to check and embarrass| time to have them copied. A few of the names 
HH addressed the senate for near an hour and a half. them in their operations at this critical. moment, | had thus been transposed, and in three instances the 
he Mr. Clay made a brief but powerful reply, de- ‘could they blame them for interfering? He put it| names of three gentlemen had been entirely omit- 
ral fending the course of the secretary of state, as en- to their candor to say whether at any time there had | ted. These things having occurred solely from the 
 tirely proper and consistent with the laws of nations. been evinced a desire to withhold information?— | hurry in which the committees were required to be 
ll. a Mr. Allen made a few observations, intimating | Gentlemen talk of their opinions of the danger to) made up, the speaker presumed that it would be in 
ip- i that he would give his views in full ata future pe- | be apprehended to the country and constitution by | the power of the chair to make the corrections. — 
ks, | riod, when the committee on foreign relations re- | our measures. ‘I'hey were entitled to their opinions; | The committees would be found on the clerks table. 
ported, deeming it, as he did, by far the most im- but which were to prevail, those of the majority, or [The corrections will be found in our last on 
on F portant subject that could occupy the attention of | those of the minority? He thought no decisive | page 271}. 
mn: congress. purpose could be effected by the adoption ofthe re-| Mr. Graham rose,in pursuance of notice given 
ith f = The question was then puton the adoption of the | solution. on the second day of the present session, and asked 
eo [ motion, and carried. Mr. Calhoun hoped the senator from New Hamp- | leave to introduce a bill to repeal the act of July 
A message was received from the president of shire would withdraw his amendment, and leave the | 4, 1840, commonly known as the sub-treasury bill. 
the f the United States of an executive character. — simple resolution as originally draughted. Mr Weller objected. 
var 4 On motion, the senate proceeded to the conside- Mr. Woodbury thought he could show that the| — The house then proceeded to vote for the elec- 
; ration of executive business; and, after ashort time amendment could not involve the department in any | tion of door. keeper, the speaker appointing Messrs. 
ted | spent therein, adjourned. Abe unnecessary expense, and that it bore directly on Warren, Clinton and Green tellers to superintend 
out June 16. The following memorials and petitions | the matters for which they were called to legislate the voting. — 
der were presented and appropriately referred: atthe extra session. The following gentlemen were put in nomina- 
rte By the president pro tem. the memorial of the The motion to take up having been waived—The | tion, on the first voting, which resulted as follows: 
at. mayor and common council of Philadelphia, in re- | resolution of Mr. Clay to print 1,500 extra copies Whole number of votes 213 
her Jation to the defence of the river Delaware, and the | of the report of the secretary on finance, was taken Necessary to a choice 107 
He protection of that city. up, when Mr. Woodbury rose and delivered his Of which 
ng By Mr. Porter, from a number of citizens of | views at length on that report. Mr. Joseph Follansbee received 112 
‘he Michigan, praying the allowance of one year’s s8a- Mr. Evans rose to reply, but, at the suggestion Mr. R.C. Washington 16 
lary to the family of William Henry Harrison, late of Mr. Clay, the hour being late, the senate went Mr. John Addison 2 
tor president of the United States. into the consideration of executive business, and, Mr. Jesse E. Dow 49 
et. By Mr. Buchanan, from widows of revolutionary | after some time spent therein, adjourned. Mr. J. W. Bronaugh 9 
ad soldiers, stating the poverty and distress that would June 17. The president pro tem. of the senate Mr. A. B. Lindsley 4 
sa. ensue to them ifthe pension act of 1838 were re- | communicated a letter from the president of the Mr. Cranston Laurie 15 
he pealed. United States, transmitting reports of the secreta-| Scattering 6 
ar. Also, from citizens of Pennsylvania, urging the | ry of state in compliance with a resolution of the So, on the first voting, Mr. Joseph Follansbee 
- settlement of their claims for French spoliations | 12th instant, calling for orders sent to officers of the | was declared to be duly elected door-keeper of this 
" made prior to 1800. : army and navy, &c. in relation to political interfe- | house. 
ty By Mr. Clay, of Kentucky, from citizens of Ro- | rence in elections, &e. Whereupon he appeared and took the oath of of- 
chester, New York, asking the passage ofa general| Also, in compliance with a resolution of the fice. ent 
he bankrupt law. same date, a copy of the instructions to the com-| The next election in order, under the resolution 
Also, from citizens of New York and Connecti- | missioners to investigate the public works in the | of yesterday, being that of assistant door-keeper— 
ch ' cut engaged in the manufacture of hats, asking that | city of Washington. The speaker appointed Messrs. Snyder, Morris 
_ aduty may be imposed on fur bodies and silk hats.| Also, a report from the secretary of the treasury, | and Saltonstall to act as tellers. 
he =3©6St*é‘r.« C«: thought it would be well to look to the in- | in compliance with a resolution of the 8th instant! The following gentlemen were nominated, and 
~ terests of that people. The memorial could be re- | calling for the amount of treasury notes issued the vote resulted as follows: 
nes | ferred, and when the matter came up it might be | prior to the 4th day of March last, &c. ' Whole number of votes 195 
to attended to. These communications were severally laid on Necessary to a choice 98 
af- Mr. Smith, of Indiana, from the committee on the | the table, and ordered to be printed. Of which 
8, public lands, to whom had been referred resolutions | The following memorials and petitions were pre- Mr. Hunter received 149 
10: of the legislature of Mississippi in favor of the es- | sented, and appropriately referred. aie Mr. Choate Q 
tablishment ofa river land district in that state, re-| By Mr. Tallmadge, two memorials from citi-; Mr. Cunningham 10 
a ported the same back to the senate, and on his mo- | 200s of td hig, and the town of Millersburg, att Aes A. Hopkins 4 
u tion they were laid npon the table. . Ohio, asking the enactment of a general bankrupt + Boe 3 
“A Mr. Benton moved to take up the resolutions sub- | law. M sole f h , : Mr steer 7 
os mitted by him some days since, calling on the trea- By Mr. Merrick, from the president and direc- Me amuel Duncan 4 
sury for a schedule of the payments made from the tors of the Union Bank of Georgetown, asking an Zee Cutts , : ed ae 
My treasury during the months of March, April and | extension of time to wind up their concerns. So Mr. Hunter, having received a majority of ail 
May of the present year. Resolutions of inquiry were offered by Messrs. the votes, was declared to be duly elected assistant 
‘k Mr. Clay said that resolution had been laid on the Nicholson, Henderson, Merrick and Buchanan, which door-keeper of this honse. Whereupon he appear- 
table with a view that it should lay there. will be noted in their progress. ed and took the oath of office. 
fn. Mr. Calhoun hoped the resolution would be taken { 4, oa se aLonanieul Oa, ee of cer- On motion of Mr. Morgan, by unanimous cor- 
up; itasked nothing unreasonable. Was it to be | 21? 2 th 4 he "Me, EF eerk eine read a| sent, it was resolved that Mr, McCormick te re- 
for understood that information desired for the purpose poco gp Ne oon Pipes: Morin 9m ad » ee pede wish appointed postinaster of this house. 
of legislation was to be withheld? ‘he whole ba- that the senator who had especial charge of the bill) On motion of Mr. Wise, the house then proceed- 
led sis of the report about the deficit of the treasury pee a wah ane wm yee The subject) ed to the election of chaplain to this house. 
of rested on that information; it was very material that nies at pe i daha” €a'th 7 ws bie d SP cae the; The speaker appointed Messrs. Underwood, Young 
it should be forthcoming. Pat aah : 4 sena ; ty) if interruption of the un- and Campbell, of S. C. tellers to superintend the 
lic Mr, Clay thought it not worth while to getin a "M - Seiiaie ol NaN ras od Nearfulty viel voting. The following gentlemen were nominated 
red assion about it. The resolution was proposed to th rs h rs eek erie on be . vy hy fe i d to| and the vote stood as follows; 

e amended by the senator from New Hampshire, d nd tio of tt bill us ‘it * postponing the trae Whole number of votes 189 'f 
er: (Mr. Woodbury), and embraced a much wider ee ee 4 Sy rr : 1s weet fa, He did not Necessary to a choice 95 if 
en scope than the original. It was the general under- Sue! thi neaeh be ab at _wwd x ead to any de-) Of which Mr. French received 118 1 
of standing, he thought, that no business was to be ate, a8 the subject hud been Emply discassed at a Mr. Page 6 i 

acted on save what was essential and embraced in | Prior session. ‘It was a matter in which the people Mr. Bristol 16 ye 
‘of the message of the president. The resolution, if J a so eee a dad Bl i ab and he was Mr. Braxton, withdrawn. : 
28° adopted, would require great labor and time to pre- therefore disposed to have it acted on as soon as Mr. Bailey 16 ie 
pare, and compe! the departments to exclude more posstole.” Bee’ shonle car wp the bli to-morrow. Mr. Welton 16 i 
: peru P : The senate then proceeded to the unfinished bu- 5 | 
ed important matters in which they might be required | |. ¢ wenterd P sigs? th ; ; Mr. Reese 15 
sf) be caged sere cour et sie Yopon er tas were ie Pros : | 
>it ‘Mr. Calhoun said it was very desirable to have treasury on the Age Boke Phat oa cote" Pk A NR oh French, having received a ina- 
gh the information. The secretary, In his report, had Mr. Evans rose and addressed the senate at t| i. Be bee gle toy Boy: pe kept 
: iveh aggrecetea bat ebheral recalls Wate #Adted, | enetes Gn ao sis Yiies a ate at grea | Mr. Sergeant then rose and offered the following 
[r. rn making out the report, he did not give the ex- sate’ of vavierdey'? Seles fi Ape: aa ag ies That tl ] d h ] 
| ‘ . oe. * a ky ——-* ‘ e ed, Ahat the house now proceed tot 1C- 
ie Meat eae the part Mag iin ig ae of} Mr. Wright followed; and after speaking for half} tion of printer of this house for the oth sinigtees, Whose 
would be resost atk whey Peo tt zr fehim: tea ag jan hour, gave way for a motion to go into execu- | compensation shall be twenty per cent. less than the 
the desired | rted to preventing r wing | tive session. After which, the senate adjoured. prices fixed by the joint resolution of 1819. 
Ip: a red information. He spoke in no passion; hae A question was raised by Mr. Clifford as to the 
yas tr: in amatter imminently dangerous to the coun- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. business new in order, which was discussed for 
10 ein constitution, he expressed hiimself~with Wednesday, June 9. Some explanations took | 50me time, by several members, when the decision 

eng. place between the speaker and several members in| Of the chair was called for. 
8° Mr. Woodbury said he had suggested the amend- | relation to certain proposed corrections of the jour-| The chair decided that the first motion in order 
to ment because it opened the door for inquiry; it could | nal, which, however, resulted in no action. was the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
he & voted down if gentlemen desired. Mr. C. Brown, of Pennsylvania, rose to make an | (Mr. Ingersoll) and that that gentlemen was enti- 
ire Pe... Benton Said the question was on taking up {inquiry of the speaker. He (Mr. B.) saw, on look- | tled to the floor on that motion. 
ant oa resolution, and he certainly had the right to do | ing at the newspapers, that the committees there) This motion was read from the journal (substan- 
oul at. If they desired to suppress information, they announced were not the same asthe committees | tially) asa motion by Mr. Ingersoll to reconsider 

Could vote it down; they had the numbers. which had yesterday been read at the clerk’s table. | the vote of yesterday, adopting the amendment of 
of side A? Clay was sure there was no senator on that |He desired to know where the real committees| Mr. J. Q. Adums to the resolution of Mr. Wise to 
| the house any more than hi:mself that would | would be found. adopt the rules of the last house of representatives 
jon Lot cheerfully furnish any information that was re. The speaker stated that it was known to the house | by adding to the said resolution the words, exeept- 
t's Qulsite to the purposes of fair legislation. But if {that the chair had had only a very short time in| ing the 2st role; that Mr. Everett excepted to the 
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reception of the motion, on the ground that it was 
not in order. 

Mr. Iugersoll then took the floor and spoke for 
some tine, being repeatedly called to order by 
mmewubers, but wilhout concluding, gave way to a 
motion of Mr. Wise that the house adjourn, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and. being ta- 

Kee were yeas 101; nays 82, So the house adjourn- 
ed. 
_ Thursday, Junei0. The journal of yesterday be- 
Ing read, some Conversation was had concerning an 
alteration of yesterday’s report. After discussion 
the subject was dropped. 

Mr. Tillinghast, on leave introduced a resolution 
providing forthe appointment of a committee of 
three, on the part of this house, on the library o! 
congress, &c.; which was acopted. 

Mr. Fillmore asked leave to offer a resolution 
providing that the report of the secretary of the 
treasury, made to this house at the present session, 
be committed to the committee of ways and means, 
except such parts thereof as related to the subject 
already submitted toa select committee, 

Mr. Randolph desired to move an amendment. 

Mr. Weller objected to the introduction of the re- 
solution. 

‘The speaker said the resolution could not be in- 
troduced but by unanimons consent. 

Mr. Randolph (on the suggestion of Mr. Fillmore) 
withdrew bis proposition to amend. 

Mr. Fillmore hoped the gentieman from Ohio 
(Mr. Weller] would withdraw his objection. ‘Ihe 
comunitiee of ways and means had no business be- 
fore then. 

Mr. Stanly. Move to suspend the rule. 

Mr. Fillmore moved a suspension of the rule. 

Mr. Pickens was understood to suggest that there 
was some business requiring the action of the com- 
miitee of ways and means; he alluded to the appro- 
RrARNOnS necessary to pay themselves. [Laugbter. } 

e presumed there would be no objection now. 


committee, whose duty it should be to report, as 
early as possible, a bill for the apportionment of re- 
presentatives within the several states according 
lo the census. Mr. W. made au explanation on the 
subject of his motion. 

Mr. Everett telt constrained, he said, to object to 
the 1utroduction of the resolution. 

A joint resolution was received from the senate 
in relation to the appointinent of a joint committee 
on the library, &c. Coneurred in, 

The house then resumed the consideration of the 
motion heretofore submitted by Mr. Ingersoll, to 
reconsider the vote by which the house had decided 
in favor of omitting the 2ist rule of the last con- 
gress. 

Mr, Ingersoll resumed his remarks, commenced 
yesterday, (during which he was repeatedly called 
to order tor not confining himself tothe subject), after 
proceeding lor sometime, by permission, he conclud- 
ed by expressing his deep auxiety and solicitude to 
put an end to the excitement prevailing in the coun- 
(ry in relation to questions of abolitionism, and to 
restore it to repose, peace and tranquillity. 

linmediately on Mr. Ingersoll resuming bis seat, 
Mr. J. C. Clark rose and moved the previous ques- 
tion on the motion toreconsider; [there being some 
eizht or ten gentlemen struggling for the floor}. 

Mr. Truman Smith moved acall of the house. 

Mr. Marshall, of Ky. desired Mr. C. to yield the 
floor. He was understood to say that he had a re- 
quest to make of the gentleman from New York; 
and if the gentleman deelined to concede to it, he 
(Mr. M.) was understood to say he would not press 
the matter further. 

Mr. Clark said he would withdraw the previous 
question if the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Marshall) would pledge himself to renew it. 

Mr. Warren insisted that, if there was any yield- 
ing, it should be unconditional. 

The speaker inquired of Mr. Clark whether he 
yielded the floor. 








[Cries of **No, no;” **that will fix it.’?] 

The speaker here stated to the house that the ap- | 
plications for money had been very numerous and | 
pressing; and that heavy responsibilities on this 
subj: ct had already been taken by the speaker. No} 
appropriations had been made, and the chair was 
now checking upona bank on his own respon- 
sibility. It was for the house to say huw long this 
state of things should continue. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Filimore, and the rules were suspended, And 
then the resolution was adopted, 

A message was received from the senate in rela- 
tion to the appointment of a committee on enrolled | 
bills. Concurred in, on motion of Mr. Briggs. 

Mr. Holmes, of South Carolina, on leave, present- 
eda resolution passed by citizens of Charleston, S. 
C. recommending an appropriation to the amount 
of one year’s salary for general Harrison’s fawily. | 
Ow motion of Mr. H, the resolution was referred to) 
the committee of the whole on the state ol the | 
union, to which had been referred the bill upon that | 
subject. And, on motion of Mr. Eve-ett, the reso- | 
lution was ordered to be printed. 

The specker laid before the house a communica- | 
tion purporting to be testimony in the case of con- 
tested election trom Virginia. On motion of Mr. 
Underwood, it was referred to the committee on 
elections, 

Mr. Underwood, by unanimous consent, present- 
ed memortais irom the Patriotic bank and the Bank 
of Alexandria, (the purport of which did not trans- 
pire); which were referred to the committee for the | 
District of Columbia. 

The speaker laid before the honse a communica. | 
tion from the treasurer of the United States, trans- | 
mitting an account of the receipts and expenditures | 
for the service of the post office departinent for the | 
year terminating the first of July, 1840. On motion | 
of Mr. Weller, laid on the table and ordered to be | 

rinted, 

Mr. Bidlack rose and said he did not wish to in- 
terrupt the business of the honse, but he desired to 
inquire of the chair whether a day would soon be 
assigned forthe presentation of petitions and meimo- 
rials generally, or whether it would be in order for | 
him now to present a memorial. He held in bis) 
hand a petition which be was desirous to present, | 
if he could do so in order. 

‘The speaker was understood to say that, after the | 
special business (of reconsideration) now before 
the house had been disposed of, petitions and me- 
moriais would be ertertained. | 

Mr. McKeon, by unanimous consent, presented | 
the memorial of the chamber of commerce of the 
city of New York, in favor of a national bank; 
which, on motion of Mr. McK. was referred to the 
select coumittee on the currency. 

Mr. C. H. Williams asked leave to infroduce a 
resolution providing for the appointment of a select) 




















Mr. Clark replied that unless the gentleman would 
pledge himself to renew the demand for the previous 
question he, (Mr. C.) must insist on his motion. 

And, after some conversation, the demand for the 
previous question was persisted in. 

And the question was then put on the motion of 
Mr. Smith, that there be a call of the house, and 
was decided in the affirmative: Yeas 80, nays 43. 
So a call of the house was ordered. 

The clerk then called the roll, and 196 members 
answered to their names. 

And the names of the absentees having been call- 
ed over, the speaker announced that 211 members 
were present. 

On motion of Mr. Morgan, by a vote of ayes 115, 
noes not.counted, all further proceedings on the 
call were suspended, 

Mr. Marshall appealed to the gentleman from N. 
York, (Mr. Clark), to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. Ifthe gentleman would consent 
to do so, he (Mr. M.) was willing to pledge him- 
self to renew the motion after he should have con- 
cluded the remarks he desired to make. 

Mr. Clark thereupon withdrew his demand for 
the previous question. 

Some conversation ensued, involving the right of 
a member to make these conditional surrenders of 
motions submitted by him, but no action was taken 
on the point of order. 

Mr. Marshall then rose and addressed the house 
for a space of two hours on the subject matter in- 
volving the 21st rule, and generally in reply to the 
remarks of Mr. Adams, and concluded by saying 
that having been indulged by the courtesy of the 
gentleman from New York, (Mr. Clark), be should, 
in compliance with his contract, renew the motion 
lor the previous question, although his own impres- 
sion was that it ought not to be seconded, but that, 
inasmuch as the debate had been forced upon the 
house, it should now be permitted to go ahead. 

And the question being on seconding the demand 
for the previous question, Mr. Randolph moved to 
lay the motion of reconsideration on the table. 

Mr. Briggs asked the yeas and nays; which were 
ordered. 

Mr. Wise submitted to the chair that this motion 
to lay on the table, if it should prevail, would not 
touch the second motion to reconsider, [i. e. that 
submitted the other day to reconsider the final vote 
by which the rules of the last house were adopted, 
temporarily, and by which a committee was ap- 
pointed thereon. ] 

The speaker said: Not at all. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider ou the table, and was 
decided in the negative: yeas 77, nays 142. So 
the motion to reconsiner was not laid on the table. 

The question then recurred on seconding the de- 
inand for the previous question on the motion to re- 
consider, 





a 
Mr. Steenrod asked for teilers; who were ordereg 
and the question was seconded, ayes 108, noes 94 
The yeas and nays were ordered on the griestio, 
“Shall the main question be sow pat?’ and, bei, 
taken, Were: yeas 116, nays 100, So the ma 
question was ordered to be now taken. 


uestion; which were ordered. 

And the inainp question, «Shall the vote be Fe Con 
sidered?’’ was then taken, and decided iv the heya. 
tive: yeas 110, nays 116. So the vote was not Te. 
considered. 7 

Mr. Wise then called up the second motion fj 
reconsideration, to wit: the motion of Mr. Fornance 
“that the house reconsider the vote adopting th. 
resolution for the appointment of a committee 
report rules for the government of the house, and 
temporarily adopting the rules and orders of 
last house.”’ : 

Which motion being regularly before the house 
Mr. Wise said he had a few words to say, and Was 
willing either to go on now, or, if it was the plea. 


ment, and submit his remarks to-morrow 
Mr. W. having yielded the floor for the Purpose: 
Mr. Hopkins moved that the house do now adjourn, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and, being 


taken, were: yeas 107, nays 97. So the house ad. 
journed, 


Morning, 


was the motion of Mr. Fornance, “that the house 
reconsider the vote adopting the resolution for the 
appointment of a committee to report rules for the 
government of the house, and temporarily adopt. 
ing the rules,and orders of the last house-” 
Mr. Wise being entitled to the floor, 
Mr. Pendieton asked the gentleman to give wa 
to enable him to present a memorial from the chan. 
ber of commerce of Cincinnati; also, one from the 


But, Mr. Wise declining to yield the floor, the we. 
morials were not presented. 


Mr. Botts now arose, and said that if he under. 


tion to reconsider the vote adopting the resolution 
for the appointment of a committee to report rules 
forthe government of the house, and teiporarily 
adopting the rules and orders of the last house. In 
pursuance of these rules, thirty-three standing 
commnittees had been appointed, and a sergeant-at- 
arms, doorkeeper, &c. elected. He desired to be 
informed whether, if the vote adopting the resolu- 
tion be reconsidered, all these elections would not 
be thereby annulled? 

Mr. Wise said he was always willing to give 
way, but could not on the present occasion, as he 
was desirous that the question should be speedily 
disposed of by the house. He proceeded at some 
length in his remarks; but without concluding, 
suddenly took his seat, remarking, at the same 
time, that he was very sick. He was immediately 
removed froin the ball. 

At the suggestion of Mr. Fillmore, the further 
consideration of the subject before the house was 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. Fillmore said, if it was in order, he woul 
move that the house now proceed to the election of 
a printer. 

The resolution relative to that subject, offered by 
Mr. Sergeant a few days ago, having been read, 
Mr. Atherton raised a question whether it was in 
order. The chair said it was; whereupon Mr. 
Atherton appealed froin his decision. 

After some conversation between Messrs. Gil- 
mer, Atherton, Clifford, Everett, Fillmore, Chapman, 
Dean and the speaker, the question on the appeal 
was taken, by yeas and nays, and were, yeas 149, 
nays 75. The decision was sustained, 

The question now recurred on seconding the de- 
mand for the previous question; and it was agreed 
to. 

The main question was ordered to be put, and the 
resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the house now proceed to the elec: 
tion of printer of this house fer the twenty-seven! 
congress, whose compensation shall be twenty pe 
cent. less than the prices fixed by the joint resolute! 
of 1819. 

Mr. Wood moved a division of the resolution, 
which was agreed to; and the question being take" 
on the first. branch thereol, it was decided in the 
affirmative. 

The question then recurred on the second branch; 
whereupon Mr. Weller called for the yeas an 
nays; which were ordered, and were—yeas l 
nays 19. So the second branch of the resolution 
was concurred in. 

Mr. Watterson moved to reconsider the vole 
just given with a view, in case the motion shou 





prevail, of then offering resolutions referring the 


5 | 
in | 
Mr. Briggs asked the yeas and hays on the main | 








citizens of New Richmond, Clermout county, Ohio, | 
asking for an astablishment of a national bank. 


stood the proposition before the house, it was a mo- | 


sure of the house, to yield to a motion for adjour. | 


Friday, June 11. The first business in order | 
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4 ubject of the public printing to a select commit- 
whose duty it stiould be to consider the expe- 
letting out the printing to be done by 
Feontract, to the lowest bidder, who shall furnish 
Yeatisiactory evidence of his ability to execute the 
Jame. Also to consider the expediency of sepa- 
Frating the public printing from the newspaper press, 
oT eC. 
| Pe Sergeant opposed the motion on the ground 
that, by the adoption of this resolution, the house 
would secure the execution of the printing at a 
‘price lower, by five per cent. than the select com- 
“pittee had required at the last session. 
> Mr. W. Cost Johnson followed, and at the con- 
clusion of his remarks moved the previous ques- 
‘tion on the motion to reconsider. | 
And the previous question being seconded, the 
main question was oidered to be put; and being 
‘put, as follows, “will the house reconsider?” it 
was decided in the negative—veas 72, nays 122. 
Nowinations then being in order, 
Mr. Morgan nominated Messrs. Gales & Seaton. 
Mr. McKeon nominated Messrs. Blair & Rives. 
Messrs. McKeon and Morgan were then appoint- 
ed tellers. 

‘The house then proceeded to vote, and the re- 
suit was as follows: 
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“Whole number of votes, 213 
"Necessary to a choice, 107 
For Gales & Seaton, 134 
For Blair & Rives, 73 


For Peter Force, 
~ So Messrs. Gales and Seaton were declared tu 
have been duly elected. 

- Qn motion of Mr. Briggs, the usual order for the 
furnishing of newspapers, &c. was ayreed to. 

Mr. Sergeant then moved a suspension of the 
rules to enable him to subinit a resolution confin- 
; ing the action of congress at (he present session to 
‘a certain class of measures; but the motion was 
; negatived. 
' After several unsnecessful attempts by other 
» members to introduce biils, &c. at half-past 4 P. 
’M. the house adjourned. 

Saturday, June 12. Mr. Chapman, of Alabama, 
introduced the hon. Wm. W. Payne, representative 
elect from the state of Alabama, who was qualified 
and took bis seat. 

Some explanation took place between Mr. Mc- 
Keon and the speaker, in relation to the committee 
on the expenditures of the treasury departinent. 

Mr. Goggin moved that the further consideration 
of the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
house had adopted the resolution appointing a cotw- 
mittee to report rules for the government of this 
house, and adopting, until such report be made, the 
rules and orders of the last house, (exceptthe 21st), 
for the zovernment, temporarily, of this house, be 
postponed until Monday next. Mr. G. assigued, 
as his reason for this motion, the continued indispo- 
sition of Mr. Wise, who, however, was in his seat, 
and who was willing to proceed vow rather than 
not having an opportunity of closing his remarks. 
The motion for postponement was, without a word, 
adopted. 

Mr. Graham, of N. C. asked leave to introduce a 
bill to repeal the act comionly called the sub trea- 
sury bill. 

Objection being made and a few words from 
Messrs. Pickens, Arnold and Graham, the yeas and 
nays were asked for on suspending the rules, and 
being taken were, yeas 56, uays 132. So the rules 
were not suspended. 

Mr. Sergeunt woved that the house now proceed 
to the consideration of the following resolution pre- 
sented by him yesterday. 

Resolved, That the action of the several standing 
commi'tees of this house, except the committees of 
elections, of mileage, and accounts, and of ways 
and means, on all matters noi embraced by the 
message of the president of the United States to the 
two houses of congress, communicated on the second 
day of the present session, be suspended until the com- 
mencement of the annual session in December next, 
except it be to consider the subject of an uniform bank- 
rupt law as far as may be thought fit; and that the con- 
sideration of all petitions relating to other matters than 
those embraced in the message, except as betore ex- 
cepted, be also pustponed to the period above specified. 

Objection being made to the reception, Mr. Ser- 
feant inoved a suspension of the rules and asked 
the yeas and nays, which was taken and decided 
in the negative, yeas 122, nays 89, (not two thirds. ) 

The speaker co:inmenced the call for petitions and 
memorials in the order of the states and territories, 
Colamencing with the state of Maine, when a great 
Duinber were presented on various subjects, and 
appropriately referred, or laid on the table. 

he speaker called the standing committees in 
their order for reports, but no reports were made. 
Select committees were then called, when Mr. Cal- 


rules and orders of the house, made the following 
report: 
The committee on the rules, in part discharge of 
the duty assigned them, report the following amend- 
ments to the rules of the last house of representa. 
tives, which have been adopted temporarily for the 
government of this house, which amendments are 
to be in force for the present session. By order of 
the committee. W.B. CALHOUN, chairman. 
Upon the presentation of petitions aid other pa 
pers on subjects not specially referred to the consi 
deration of the house in the message of the presi- 
dent at the opening of the present extra session, ob- 
jection to the reception shall be considered as made, 
and the question of reception shall be laid upon the 
table. This rule to be considered only in force dur 
ing the present session. Petitions and other papers 
for or against a bankrupt law to be excepted from 
the operations of this rule. 

The action of all committees on all subjects not 
specially referred to the consideration of the house 
in the message of the president shall be suspended 


ply to business before the committee of elections, of 
ways and means, on accounts, and on mileage, nor, 
if the house shall so determine, to the subject of a 
general bankrupt law. 

Mr. Stanly moved the previous question on the 
adoption of the report. 


during the present session: this suspension not to ap- | 





Mr. Atherton said he objected to the report, be- 
cause the committee had transcended their powers 
in undertaking to prescribe upon what subjects the 
house of representatives should act during the pre- 
sent session. He was at a loss to know by what 
authority they had undertaken to make a report on 
a matter not left for their consideration. 

Mr. Lewis Williams desired to know whether the 
gentleman was in order. 

Mr. Atherton retnarked that the committee had 
undertaken to prescribe on what subjects the house 
should act, which he thought was wrong. Now, if 
a committee had been raised on this subject, then 
he supposed it would not have been considered as 
coming in conflict with a general revisal of the 
rules; therefore, he contended that the report of the 


ordered to be now taken, which was on the adop- 
tion of the report, was then taken by yeas and nays, 
and was decided in the affirmative, yeas 106, nays 
60. So the report of the committee was adopted. 
_ Mr. Morgan moved a reconsideration of the vote 
Just taken. He observed that he had frequently 
noticed that some gentlemen who had voted in the 
majority on questions had done so for the purpose 
of moving a reconsideration. Now, he moved a re- 
consideration of the vote, although he had voted in 
the majority, and would vote against it. And he 
moved the previous question. 

Mr. Slanly observed that the gentleman from N, 
York, (Mr. Morgan), could not make two motions 
at the same time, and he, (Mr. 8.) would therelore® 
wove the previous question. 

Pending which, a motion was made that the house 
do now adjourn; which moticn was rejected. 

A call of the house was moved, but was refused. 

The question then recurred and was taken on the 
demand ior the previous question. And there was 
asecond. And the main question was ordered to 
be now taken. 

Mr. McKeon demanded the yeas and nays on the 
inain question, which were ordered. 

Mr. Dawson asked the gentleman from N. York, 
(Mr. McKeon), to withdraw his call for the yeas 
and nays, but he declined to acquiesce in his re- 
quest. 

And the main question, (being on the reconside- 
ration), was then taken and decided in the nega- 
live, yeas 28, nays 108. So the vote was not recon- 
sidered. And then the house adjourned. 

Monday, June 14. Mr. Fornanee rose to a privi- 
leged question, to muve a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the resolution of the committee on 
the rules was adopted. It was decided to be out of 
order and not entertained. 

The speaxer stated that the first business in order 
was the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
house had appointed a committee to revise the rules 
of the house, with the exception of the 2Ist rule, 
relating to abolition petitions. 

Mr. Wise being entitled to the floor, having reco- 








committee was not in order, because it did not 
come within the scope of the authority confided to 
the committee. 

Mr. Wize moved that the house do now adjourn. 
The yeas and rays were asked and ordered, and 
being taken, were, yeas 57, nays 87. 

Mr. Wise rose to a point of order; and he desired 
the speaker to decide whether the committee had 
performed its duty in reporting what subjects shoul:| 
be acted upon at the present session, and whether 
there would be any rules for the government of this 
house except thuse reported in the resolution of the 
committee? 


point of order. The rules stood in full force while 
a motion for reconsideration was undisposed of. 
Mr. Atherton appealed from the decision of the 
speaker. 
And the question being on the appeal, Mr. Wise 


solution of the house was, that a committee of nine 
metnbers be appointed to draft rules for the house; 


same be finally acted upon, the rules of the last 
house of representatives should be considered the 


the report of the cominittee, and if the house finally 
acted on it, he asked if there would be any but 
these rules? 

The speaker replied that he was very clear in his 
views on this subject. The chair considered this 
as a report, in part, of the committee; and did not 
consider it was his province to say whether the 
cominittee had transcended its powers or not. This 
was a question for the house to decide. 

Mr. Atherton her withdrew his appeal. 

And the question recurring on the de:nand for the | 
previous question, Mr. Wel/er moved that the re- | 
port of the committee be laid on the table, and that | 
it be printed, with a view, he said, to give the’ 
members time to examine into the subject. 

Mr. Steenrod asked for the reading of the report; 
which having been again read, Mr. Chapman mov- | 
ed that the house do now adjourn. 

Mr. Keim asked for the yeas and nays thereon, | 
which were ordered; and, being taken, were, yeas | 
62, nays 94. 

And the question then recurring on the motion: 
that the report of the committee be laid on the table 
and printed. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered; and | 
being taken, were, yeas 53, nays 79.. So the house 
refused to lay the report on the table. 

And the question then recurred, and was taken 
on the demand for ihe previous question. And) 


j 





Aoun, of Miss. from the select committee on the 





\there was asecond. And the main question was 


The speaker said that he had no doubt about the | 


said he wished to make this point of order: The re-| 
and until such committee made a report, and the | 


rules of this house. Now, if this were adopted as! 


vered fiom his indisposition, resumed his remarks, 

| and spoke for six hours. After he had sat down, 
Mr. Bolis took the floor, and ineved the previous 
question, ou the motion pending, which was to re- 
consider the vote by which the select committee on 
the rules had been appointed, and by which the 
rules of the last house, except the 2Ist, had been 
teinporarily adopted. The previous question was 
seconded, and the question on the reconsideration 
being put, was carried—yeas 106, nays 104. 

Alter which, amidst a scene of great uproar, the 
house adjourned, 

Tuesday, June 15. The journal having been read, 
Mr. Lewis Williams offerd the following resolution: 

Resolved, ‘That the daily hour to which this house 
| shall stand adjourned shall be 10 o’clock until other- 

wise ordered. 

Mr. Floyd, of N. York, objected. Mr. Williams 
mov da suspension of the rules. 

Alter a few remarks on the resolution, without, 
however, coming to any decision, the house resinin- 
ed the consideration of the questions arising out of 
the motion of Mr. Fornance, of the 8th inst. to re- 
consider the vote of the 7th inst. adopting the reso- 
lution moved by Mr. Wise for the appointment of 
/a cominittee to report rules for the government of 
| the house, and adopting temporarily the rules and 
orders of the last house of representatives. 
| The house having yesterday decided to reconsi- 
| der the vote of the 8th inst. adopting the resolution, 

the amendment proposed by Mr. Rayner to the re- 
'solution was read; and, after soine converzation as 
to whether that amendment was in order or not, 
Mr. R. rose and said that he would withdraw his 
notion to amend for the present, and would speak 
to the main question. 

Mr. Hopkins rose to order. 

Mr. Burnard rose to a question of order. Seve- 
ial days ago, the house had adopted a resolution 
providing rules and orders for the government of 
the house. ‘That resolution, he understood, was 


' 
| 
| 











_passed under the operation of the previous ques- 


tion. Was he correct? 

‘The speaker said the gentleman was correct. 

Mr. Barnard. Yesterday the house agreed upon 
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
lution was adupted. Now, the question arises, in 
what position does that original resolution stand, 
atid that is the question before the house. It is, in 
iny optnicn, siinply a qnestion of the adoption of 
that resolution; and the house having voted to re. 
consider, there is no other question but that before 
the house, and that resolution is presented with all 
its attendant circumstances; that is to say, it is now 
under the operation of the previous question. I 
present this question of order to the house, and I 
ask the decision of the chair upon it. 
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Mr. Hunter said the chair would doubtless recol- 
fect that it had been the practice of the house, for 
some time past, when motions were made to recon- 
sider resolutions under the previous question, to 
consider the previous question exhausted. Hun- 
dreds of cases could be shown where propositions 
to amend had been received and been debated un- 
der such circumstances; and, indeed, in this very 
case, the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise) had 
entered into debate. 


Mr. Barnard asked the decision of the chair on 
his point of order. 

r. Briggs asked that the precise question, as it 
PMtood, might be stated. As tothe point of order, 
he concurred in the view taken by the gentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Hunter ). 

The speaker said that the question now before 
the house was the original resolution of the gentle. 
inan from Virginia, (Mr. Wise), adopted some 
days ago, after the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts (Mr. 4dams) had been incor- 
porated with it; he (the gentleman from Virginia) 
having, previous to such incorporation, accepted 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Underwood), providing for the adoption, for a 
certain time, of the rules of the last house, and ap- 
pointing a select committee to revise them. 

The house now stood precisely as it did when the 
final vote was taken adopting the resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Wise) with the 
amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Adams) incorporated with it. Prior to that 
vote having been taken, the previous question had 
been ordered upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts; and, under the operation 
of the previous question, that amendment had been 
adopted. Prior to the final vote having been taken 
upon the resolution, thus ainended, the previous 
question was again demanded and ordered, and, un- 
der the operation of the question, this resolution 
had been adopted. A motion was made to recon- 
sider, and, afier a postponement, was finally acted 
on yesterday, and the vote on the resolution of the 
gentleman from Virginia, as amended, was recon- 
sidered, thus leaving the house precisely where it 
stood prior to the final vote on the adoption of the 
resolution as amended. 

The question, therefore, recurred, what could 
now be done in the way of amendment or discus- 
sion? 

In the opinion of the chair, nothing more could 
be done now than could be done then. ‘That could 
not be done by indirection which could not be done 
directly. If so, the whole force and efficacy of 
the previous question, thus demanded and ordered, 
could be got rid of by a gentleman rising and mov- 
ing a reconsideration. Notwithstanding that the 
chair bad found on examination, and well recollect- 
ed, one of the decision referred to by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. Hunter), when a proposi- 
tion for reconsideration of a question that had been 
decided under the previous question had been 
adopted, and where amendments had been offered 
by various gentlemen and been debated, yet (the 
speaker was understood to say) there had been no 
solemn decision on that point; no question of order 
raised, no appeal taken, It seemed to the chair 
that if there were any lorce or effectin the applica- 
tion of the previous question, it must apply now. 
This was the only way of preventing the house 
from doing indirectly that which it cannot do di- 
rectly. 

Mr. Wise. Do I, then, understand the chair to 
decide that the previous question has not been ex- 
hausted? 

The speaker. Yes. 

Mr. Wise appealed, he said, from the decision of 
the chair, on the ground that the previous question 
was exhausted. 

Mr. Rayner. AndI appeal, also, to the magna- 
nimity of this house. 

{Loud cries to “order.’’] 

Mr. Dean asked the speaker to state what the 
question was, representing under how great a grie- 
vance gentlemen in his part of the house labored, 
in being unable to hear any thing that was going on, 

Mr. Wise inquired of the speaker if the appeal 
was debateable. 

‘The speaker said that the question was debatea- 
ble, under the parliamentary law, so far as related 
to the propriety of the previous question. And, in 
answer to an inquiry—the speaker said the question 
now was, Whether the previous question under 
which the resolution of the gentleman from Virgi- 
nia, [Mr. Wise ], as amended by the resolution of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. dams], 
had been adonted, was or was not still in force.— 
The chair had decided that it was in force; and from 
this decisiou the ee from Virginia (Mr. 
Wise} had appealed. 


Mr. Dean inquired of the speaker whether it was | 
now in order to move an amendment to the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Virginia? 

The speaker said it was not. 

Mr, Wise spoke briefly to his appeal. 

Mr. Profit demanded the previous question on 
the appeal. And there was a second. And the 
main question, by ayes 116, noes 96, was ordered 
to be taken. 

Rhett asked for the yeas and nayson the main 
question; which were ordered. 

Mr. Adams moved a call of the house; which was 
refused. 

Mr. Fillmore. May I ask that a single paragraph 
be read from the manual? 

Mr. Mallory. No, sir, no. [Other members io 
various parts of the house also objected. } 

Mr. Marshall asked that the question might be 
stated..-It was, he said, very difficult to bear what 
was going on in that part of the house. 

The speaker again stated the question. 

Mr. Morgan hoped the house would be brought 
to order, and that the speaker would insist on mem- 
bers taking their seats. 

[Loud cries to ‘order.’’} 

Mr. Wise was proceeding to state, more specifi- 
cally, his appeal and the grounds thereof, when Mr. 
Mason, of Ohio, called him to order. 

Mr. Wise demanded that the point of order be 
reduced to writing. 

Messrs. Botts, Mason, of Ohio, Mallary and Mor- 
gan rose successively to order. 

In a few noments the main question, ‘Shall the 
decision of the chair stand as the judgment of the 
house?”’ was taken and decided in the negative as 
follows: yeas 105, nays 112. So the house revers- 
ed the decision of the chair. 

And the question recurring on the resolution of 
Mr. Wise, as amended by the proposition of Mr. 
Adums,when Mr. Rayner rose and addressed the 
house at consideable length. 

Mr. Morgan said he did not rise for the purpose 
of entering into this debate. Congress had now 
been upwards of two weeks in session, and yet 
they found themselves just where they were. 

Soine conversation here followed, Mr. Rayner 
still claiming the floor on the ground that, though 
he had concluded his egpeech, he bad not offered 
his amendinent, as, at the outset of his remarks, 
he had announced his intention to do. 

Mr. Fessenden said the gentleman expressly stat- 
ed that he had closed. 

Mr. Wise. He had finished his speech, but not 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. Morgan claimed the floor and proceeded. I 
was saying that we had been here more than two 
weeks, and we find ourselves nearly where we were 
when the session commenced. We have done no- 
thing. We have been assembled here under a pro- 
clamation from the president of the United States. 
And for what purposes? Have we come here 
merely to gratify our own personal feelings? 

Mr. Rayner again rose to assert his right to the 
floor. Mr. Morgan claimed it. 

The speaker said the gentleman from N. York 
(Mr. Morgan) would proceed. 

After a few reinarks from Mr. Morgan, in reply 
to Mr. Rayner, a question of order, involving the 
right of Mr. Rayner to the floor, for the purpose of 
offering his amendment, was here again raised, 
and gave rise to some conversation, in which 
Messrs. Rayner, Morgan, Wise, Botts, Cooper, of 
Pennsylvania, and W. C. Johnson participated. 

Mr. Dawson thought the house was nowina 
temper to vote, and suggested that the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Morgan) should consider the 
proposition of the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Rayner) in his hands, and call the previous 
question upon it. 

Mr. Morgan inquired whether he could withdraw 
the motion for the previous question, to adinit the 
resolution of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Rayner) and then renew the call for the pre- 
vious question. 

The speaker was understood to reply in the affir- 
mative. 

Mr. Cushing inquired of the speaker if the pre- 
vions question was pending or not? 

The speaker (addressing Mr. Morgan) said the 
gentleman must either say that he withdiew his 
demand for the previous question, or that he did 
not. 

Mr. Morgan said that he would withdraw the 
the previous question for the sake of offering the 
following resolution. It was the resolution of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. Rayner); 
and he (Mr. M.) offered it for that gentleman, that 
the house might have an opportunity of voting di- 
rectly upon it. 


——— 
The foliowing resolution of Mr. Rayner y, 
then read as a substitute for the original resvlutj “ 
of Mr. Wise, as amended by the Proposition > 
Mr Adams: ot 
Resolved, That the standing rules and orders of th 
last house of representatives be adopied as the ryje. 
and orders of this house until otherwise ordered; 4 my 
that the committee heretofore appointed on the ait 
be ordered to revise, amend, and report upon the said 
rules and orders, and that they have leave to report id 
any time: and that the election of officers heretofore 
chosen by this house, and the committees raised } . 
orders, be, and they are hereby, confirmed. Ys 

After considerable discussion on points of Order 
the question on the demand for the previous ques. 
tion being taken, there was a second; and the main 
question was ordered to be taken. The yeas ang 
nays were demanded, and were taken, and were ag 
follows, yeas 96, nays 105. So the amendinent of 
Mr. Rayner was rejected. 


And the question recurring on the original rego. 
lution of Mr. Wise, as amended by the Proposition 
of Mr. Adams— 

Mr. Rayner moved to amend the same by strik. 
ing out all after the word ‘‘resolved,” and inserti), 
the following: 5 

“That the rules and orders of the last house of re. 
presentatives be adopted as the rules and orders of 
this house, until otherwise ordered; and that a com. 
mittee of nine members be appointed by the speaker 
under the said rules, to revise, amend and _ report on 
the same.” 

Mr. Wise demanded the previous question. 

The yeas and nays were asked for by Mr. Rie} 
and ordered, and being taken, were yeas 104, hays 
107, so the amendment of Mr. Rayner was rejected, 


And the question again recurring on the Original 
resolution of Mr. Wise as amended by the proposi- 
tion of Mr. Adams, in the words following: 

Resolved, That a committee of nine members be 
appointed to revise, amend, and report rules for the 
government of this house, and that until such commit. 
tee make report. and the same be finally acted upon 
the rules and orders of the last house of representatives, 





except the 21st, shall be considered as the rules and | 


orders of this house. 


Mr. Bolts moved the previous question thereon, 
And there was a second. 

Mr. Wise asked the yeas and nays on ordering 
the main question, which were ordered, and, being 
taken, were yeas 111, nays 99. 


Mr. Wise asked the yeas and nays on the main 
question, which were ordered. 

And the main question (being on the adoption of 
the original resolution) was then taken, and were 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Allen, L. W. Andrews, 
Sherlock J. Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Ba- 
ker, Barnard, Barton, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Bor- 
den, Botts, Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, Jeremiah 
Brown, Burnell, Calhoun, Thomas J. Campbell, Childs, 
Chittenden, John C. Clarke, Staley N. Clarke, Cooper, 
Cowen, Cranston, Cravens, Cushing, Jolin Edwards, 
Everett, Ferris, Fessenden, Fillmore, John G. Floyd A. 
Lawrence Foster, Gates, Gentry, Giddings, Patrick G. 
Goode, Greig, Hall, William S. Hastings, Henry, How- 
ard, Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, 
James, J. P. Kennedy, Lane. Lawrence, Thomas Ff. 
Marshall, Samson Mason, Mathiot, Mattocks, Max- 
well, Maynard, Moore, Morgan, Morris, Morrow, Os- 
borne, Owsley, Parmenter, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, 
Ramsey, Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Rus: 
sell, Saltonstall, Sanford, Sergeant, Simonton, Slade, 
Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokeley, Stratton, Stuart, Join 
B. Thompson, R. W. Thompson, Tillinghast, Toland, 
Tomlinson, Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, 
Wallace, E. D. White, J. L. White, T. W. Williams, 
Christopher H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Win- 
throp, Yorke, A. Young, J. Young—106. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alford, Arrington, Atherton, 
Banks, Beeson, Bidlack, Boyd, Aaron V. Brown, Mil- 
ton Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Sampson H. But- 
ler, Wm. Builer, Wm. O. Butler, Green W. Caldweli, 
P. C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Wm. B. Campbell, 
Caruthers, Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Daniel, 
G. Davis Richard D. Davis, Wm.C. Dawson, John B. 
Dawson, Dean, Deberry, Dimock, Doig, Eastman, J. 
C. Edwards, Egbert, Fornance, Gamble, Gerry, Gil- 
mer, Guggin, William O. Geode, Gordon, Graham, 
Gustine, Habersham, Harris, J. Hastings, Hays, 
Holmes, Hopkins, Hubbard, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jack, 
W. C. Johnson, Cave Johnson, John W. Jones, Isaac 
D. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, King, Littlefield, 
Lowell, A. McClellan, R. McClellan, McKay, Mal- 
lory, Marchand, A. Marshall, J. T. Mason, Mathews, 
Medill, Meriwether, Miller, Newhard, Nisbet, Oliver, 
Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, Praffit, Rayner, 
Reding, Rencher, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, Rovusevelt, 
Saunders, Shaw, Shepperd, Snyder, Sollers, Steeniod, 
Summers, Sumter, Taliaferro, Triplett, ‘Turney, Vao 
Buren, Ward, Warren, Washington, Watterso', 
Weller, Westbrook, James W. Williams, Lewis Wil 
liams, Wise--110. 

So the original resolution was rejected. 





And, he said, he would move the previous ques- 





tion thereon. 


[And the house stands where it did on Monday 
noon of May 3lst.} 
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On. motion of Mr. Wise, at eight o’clock, the l 
house ad jjourned. z 
Wednesday, June 16. to Stuart, of Virginia, 
the following resolution: = 
OO ad That all the rules and orders of the last 
ouse of representatives, not superseded by any rule or 
<glution adopted at the present session and now in 
pet be and the same are hereby, adopted for the re- 
gulation of the house at the present session, and that 
ihe select committee upon the rules heretofore raised, 
roceed to revise and amend the rules hereby adopted, 
apd that they have leave tg report at all times. : 
Mr. L. Williams moved the previous question; 
but withdrew it on the pledge of Mr. Stuart to renew 
it, Mr. S. made some remarks, and closed by mov- 
ing the previous question. 

r. Nisbet, of Georgia, asked Mr. Siuart to with- 
draw that motion: which he did, on condition that 
Mr. N. would renew it, 

So the call for the previous question was with- 
drawn, and Mr. N. proceeded to address the house, 
and concluded by renewing the call for the previous 
question. 


‘leave to report at all times. 


A. Floyd, Fornance, Gerry, Gilmer, William O. Goode, | 
Gordon, Graham, Gustine, Harris, John Hastings, | 
Hays, Holmes, Hopkins, Houck, Hubbard, Hunter, | 


Ingersoll, Jack, W. C. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Jobn | 


. Jones, Isaac D. Jones, Keim, Andrew Kennedy, | 


Mc ay Mallory, Marchand, A. Marshall, J. ‘T. Ma- | 
son, Mathews, Medill, Merriwether, Miller, Newhard, | 
Oliver, Parmenter, Patridge, Payne, Pickens, Plumer, 
Rayner, Reding, Rencher, Rhett, Riggs, Rogers, 
Roosevelt, Sanford, Saunders, Shaw, Snyder, Sollers, 
Steenrod, Sumter, Sweeny, Turney, Van Buren, Ward, 
Year WY alet. Westbrook, J, W. Williams, Wise, 
ood—!03. 


So the house resolved that all the rules and orders 
of the last house of representatives, not superseded 
by any rule, or resolution adopted at the present | 
session and now in force, be, and the same are here- 
by, adopted for the regulation of the house at the 
present session; and that the select committee upon 
the rules, heretofore raised, proceed to revise and 
amend the rules hereby adopted, and that they have 











Mr. Rhett rose to debate the call for the previous 
question. During his remarks he called on Mr. | 
Brown, trom Pennsylvania, to read a proposition he 
had prepared on this subject, which after some ob- 
jections was permitted and was read as follows: 


“Resolved, That the rules and orders of the last 
house of representatives be adopted as the rules and 
erders of this house during the present congress, and 
that instead of the 2lst rule, the following be adopted, 
to wit: : : 

“No petition, memorial, resolution, or other paper 
praying the ablition of slavery in any state, or the slave 
trade between the states, shall be received by this 
honse; nor shall any petition, memoria!, resolution. or 
other paper praying the abolition of slavery or the slave 
trade in the District of Columbia or any of the territo- 
ries of the United States be received, unless they shall 
be from and signed exclusively by people resident in a 
district or territory where slavery or the slave trade is 
asked to be abolished; and as to all such petitions, me- 
morials, resolutions, or other papers thus signed, the 
question of reception shall be considered as raised with- 
out motion, and such question of reception shall be laid 
on the table without debate.” ; 

A lengthy debate now ensued, in which a num- 
ber of members participated, after its termination, 
the demand for the previous question was sustained. 

Mr. Fillmore moved acall of the house, which 
was ordered. 

And the usual proceedings having been gone 
through, and 216 members answering to their names, 
all further proceedings or the call, by a vote of yeas 
122, nays 87, were suspended. 

And the question recurring on ordering the main 
question. | 

Mr. Goggin inquired of the speaker whether, if 
the house refused to sustained the call for the pre- 
vious question, the subject would be taken from 
under the cousideration of the house for this day? 

The speaker said that, under the parliamentary 
laws, such would be the effect. 

Mr. Coles asked the yeas and nays on ordering 
the main question, which were ordered, and being 
taken, were: yeas 113, nays 101. So the main 
question was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. Weller asked the yeas and nays on the main 
question, which were ordered, and being taken, 
were as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Landaff W. Andrews, S. J. 
Andrews, Arnold, Aycrigg, Babcock, Baker, Barnard, 
Barton, Birdseye, Blair, Boardman, Borden, Botts, 
Briggs, Brockway, Bronson, M. Brown, Jeremiah 
Brown, Burnell, Entice: William B. Campbell, Thos. 
J. Campbell, Caruthers, Childs, Chittenden, John C. 
Clark, Staley N. Clarke, Cooper, Cowen, Cranston, 
Cravens, Cushing, Garrett Davis, William C. Dawson, 
Debbery, John Edwards, Everett, Fessenden, Fill- 
more, A. L. Foster, Thomas F. Foster, Gamble, Gates, 
Gentry, Geddings, Goggin, Patrick G. Goode, Greig, 
Habersham, Hall, Wm. S. Hastings, Henry, Howard, 
Hudson, Hunt, James Irvin, William W. Irwin, James, 
John P. Kennedy, Lane, Lawrence, Thomas F. Mar- 
shall, Samson Mason, Mathiott, Mattocks, Maxwell, 
Maynard, Moore, Morgan, Morrow, Nisbet, Osborne, 
Owsley, Pendleton, Pope, Powell, Profit, Ramsey, 
Benj. Randall, Randolph, Ridgway, Rodney, Russell, 
Saltonstall, Sergeant, Shepperd, Simonton, Slade, 
Smith, Sprigg, Stanly, Stokely, Stratton, Stuart, 
Summers, Taliaferro, J. B. Thompson, Richard W. 

‘hompson, Tillinghast, Toland, Tomlinson, Triplett, 
Trumbull, Underwood, Van Rensselaer, Wallace, 
Warren, Washington, Edward D. White, Joseph L. 
White, Thos. W. Williams, Lewis Williams, Christo- 

her H. Williams, Joseph L. Williams, Winthrop, 

orke, Augustus Young, John Young--119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Alford, Arrington, Ather- 
ton. Banks, Beeson, Bidlack, Bowne, Boyd, Brewster, 
A. V. Brown, Charles Brown, Burke, Sampson H. 
Butler, William Butler, Williain O. Butler, Green W. 
Caldwell, Patrick C. Caldwell, John Campbell, Cary, 
Chapman, Clifford, Clinton, Coles, Daniel, Richard D. 

avis. John B. Dawson, Dean, Doig, Eastman, John 


Mr. Stanly rose andsaid that the house was now 
nearly organized; one more vote and the organiza- 
tion would be completed beyond the power of any 
gentleman to disturb it. To-secure that object, he 
moved a reconsideration of the vote just taken. 

Mr. Lewis Williams demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded. 

And the main question was ordered. 

And the main question (being on the reconside- 
ration) was taken, and decided in the negative wilh- 
out a division. 


So the vote was not reconsidered. Andthe house 
adjourned. 


Thursday, June 17. The journal of yesterday 
being read, Mr. Sergeant by leave offered the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That from and after Saturday next the 


daily. hour of the meeting of this house shall be 10 
o'clock A. M. 


Which after remarks, on the rules of order, were 
passed—yeas 140, nays 50. 


King, Littlefield, Lowell, A. McClellan, R McClellan, x 
a 


Mr. C. Brown, of Pa. moved to amend the reso- 
lution by providing “that the committee shall have 
authority to sit during the recess of congress;” the 
amendment was rejected and the resolution agreed 





‘Mr. J. C. Clark asked leave to offer the follow< 
ing resolution, which was read for information: 
Resolved, That hereafter all articles of stationery and 


other supplies usually furnished by the clerk for the 
use Of the members of this house shall be purchased by 


‘contract, to be made with the lowest bidders, having 
reference to the quality of the specimens of the articles 


to be exhibited. And for such purpose, the clerk shall 
advertise in three of the newspapers printed in the city 
of Washington, one in Boston, one in New York, one 
in Baltimore, and one in Philadelphia, inviting sealed 
proposals for furnishing such stationery and supplies, 
giving sixty days’ notice that on.a specified day ail the 
proposals would be considered, and the specimens fur- 
nished examined; and that on such day the proposals 
shall be opened in the presence of the speaker and clerk 
of the house, or, in the absence of the speaker, in the 
presence of the secretary of the treasury and clerk, who 
shall thereupon determine to which of the bidders the 
contracts shall be given, always contracting with the 
lowest bidder, having reference to quality as aforesaid: 
Provided, That the contractor shall give bond, with 
sureties to be approved by the speaker and clerk, to 
fulfil his contracts and to furnish the articles equal in 
quality to the specimens. 

Mr. Bowne, of New York, moved to amend by 
inserting a provision “that said committee be in- 
structed to inquire and report to this honse the 
amount of stationery used, and by whom used, in 
the recess between the two sessions of the 26th 
congress,”’ 


After some remarks from Messrs. Pickens, Alford 
and Clark, Mr. Truman Smith proposed the follow- 
ing proposition; which, on his suggestion, Mr. J. C. 
Clark adopted, as a modification of his own. 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be ap- 
pointed to inquire into the contingent expenses of this 
house, and into any corrupt, illegal or improper prac- 
tices which may have existed or which do exist in this 
branch of the public service, and to ascertain whether 





Mr. Fillmore then offered the following resolu- 
tion, which was read for information: 

Resolved, That after Saturday next, for the ensuing 
week, and no longer, it shail be the duty of the speaker 
to adjourn this house at 3 o’clock P. M. unless it shall 
adjourn at an earlier hour. 

Objection being made to the reception of the re- 
solution—Mr. Fillmore said that, for the purpose of 
seeing whether the house was willing to give the 
committee of ways and means proper time to tran- 
sact its business, he would move a suspension of 
the rules. : 

Mr. Lewis Williams said the committee of ways 
and means might obtain the leave of the house to 
sit during the session of the house. 

Mr. Fillmore. We must be in the house when 
the measures we report are acted on. 

Mr. Campbell, of Tennessee, asked the yeas and 
nays on the motion to suspend the rules, which 
were ordered, and being taken, were yeas 158, nays 
52. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. Fillmore demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded. 

And the main question, being on the adoption of 
the resolution, was ordered to be now put; and, be- 
ing taken, was decided in the affirmative. 

So it was also resolved that, after Saturday next, 
for the ensuing week, and no longer, it shall be the 
duty of the speaker to adjourn this house at three 
o’clock P. M. unless it shall adjourn at an earlier 
hour. 

Mr. Watterson offered to present a,preamble and 
resolutions, in which, after quoting, at great length, 
certain speeches reported to have been delivered by 
Mr. Webster, Mr. Clay and Mr. Crittenden, he 
made a call on the departmerts as to the names of 
persons removed since the present administration 
caine into power, and the reasons for such removal. 


moved a suspension of the rules, which motion 
was, after debate decided in the negalive, yeas 57, 
nays 130. 

Mr. Gilmer on leave introduced the following 
resolution: 


Revolved, ‘That a committee of five members of this 
house be appointed, whose duty it shall be to examine 
particularly as to the number of officers or agents em- 
ployed, the expenditures and mode of transacting busi- 
ness in the several departments of the public service at 
the seat of government, and at such other points as the 
committee may deem necessary, or as may be indicat- 
ed by this house, and that such committee report at the 


of the expenses of the civil list, or in the number of ar- 
rangement of the persons thus employed, and whether 
the patronage. of the executive branch of the govern- 
ment may not be diminished.or regulated as to those 





C. Edwards, Egbert, Ferris, John G. Floyd, Charles 


appointments for which there is an indispensabdie ne- 
cessity. 


Which being read, and objection made, Mr. W. | 


next session whether it is proper to make ay reduction | 


the expenditures, or some part of them, have not been 
wasteful and extravagant; and whether the same can 
be reduced consistently with a proper discharge by this 
house of its constitutional duties; and whether the me- 
thod of keeping the accounts of such expenditures can- 
not be improved; and whether there are not more 
clerks and other persons employed in the service of the 
|house and in and about the capitol and the public 
| grounds adjoining than the public good requires; and 
‘whether the salaries or pay of such clerks and other 
persons should be reduced or otherwise altered or mo- 


dified; with authority to report by bill or otherwise, as 
they may see fit. 


Some further remarks were made by Messrs. 
Briggs, Sergeant, Cooper, of Penn. Underwood, Til- 
linghast and Hopkins. 

Mr. G. Davis suggested a modification of the re- 
solution which called upon the heads of the depart- 
ments to report the nuinber of clerks in their de 
partments, the amount of compensation, &c. but the 
inodification was not accepted. 

On motion of Mr. Adams, the house resolved it- 
self into committee of the whole on the state of the 
junion, (Mr. Taliaferro, of Va. in the chair). on the 
bill for the relief of the widow of the late William 
Henry Harrison; which was read, as follows: 

A bill for the relief of Mrs. Harrison, widow of the 
late president of the United States. 


Be it enacted by the senate and house of representa- 
tives of the United States of America in congress as- 
sembled, That thesecretary of the treasury pay, out 
|of any money in the treasury not otherwise appro- 

priated, to Mrs. Harrison, widow of Williain Henr 

Harrison, late president of the United States, or in 
the event of her death before payment, then to the 
legal representatives of the said William | 
Harrison, the sum of 

The bill having been read at the clerk’s table, Mr. 
Adams moved to fill the blank with $25,000, and 
proceeded to address the house in support of the 
bill, The subject was further discussed, by Messrs. 
| Cooper, of Pa. Ward, Lane, J. C. White, Bi legs 

Pendleton and Stokely, in favor of the appropriation, 
and Messrs. Snyder, Dean and Payne, against it. : 

Mr. Gilmer remarked it was now a late honr 
and there were a number of gentlemen who desir- 
ed to obtain further information on the subject, and 
he himself was in that situation, He wished infor- 
ination as to matters of fact. He would therefore 
| move that the committee rise and report progress 
and ask leave to sit again, Pie 
| Mr. Bidlack said that if the motion was to rise 
| and report simply, without asking leave to sil azain 

he should oppose it, because he desired to subinit a 
few remarks, 

And the question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Gilmer, it prevailed. And the committee rose, 
reported progress, and obtained leave to sit again, 

Aud then the house adjourned. “i 
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CHRONICLE. 

Wruis Auston, who killed general Leigh Reid, in 
April last, and who has been closely confined in jail 
since that period, was brought up uuder a writ of ha- 
beas corpus, before justices Hilyard, Brown and Lee, 
and afier a patient hearing of the case,and mature 
deliberation, was admited to bail. ‘lhe bund for iis 
appearance at court was fixed, we understand, at 
$10,000. [ Tullahasse Star. 


Bans. The memorial for establishment of a United 
States bank, presented on ‘Tuesday in the senate by 
Mr. Tallmadge, from the city of N. York, was brought 
to congress by a highly respectable committee of three 

enilemen from the board of trade. It is about two 
Padced feet long, and has on it the names of fifteen 
thousand voters. 

The Nativnal Intelligencer says, “the apparition of 
such an iimmense, and, in this country, of course, so ex- 
tra ordinary a petition, naturally attracted much atten- 
tion in the senate as it was unrolled and spread out. 
‘his memorial is, moreover, a demonstration of what 
public opinion is in the commercial metropolis of the 
union, and therefure well deserves, as it will no doubt 
have, the respectful attention of the body to which it 
was directed.” 

The Frederick County bank—which was robbed of 
almost every thing in their vaults in May last, and has 
from that period suspended business, has by a nego- 
tiation with a confcderate of the robbers, resident in 
New York, named Wiley, formerly a lawyer, and at 
present an associate justice in one of the inferior courts 
of that city, obtained the principal part of their own 
notes, but leaving in the hands of the robbers the stolen 
coin—notes of other banks, and canal scrip. The 
bank now resumes operations and offers $5,000 re- 
ward for the detection of the robbers and recovery of 
the residue in their possession. 


Cupa. By a statement from our correspondent, 
whicit we published yesterday, it appears that the ex- 
ports of that most productive spot of earth, amounted, 
in the year 1340, to almost twenty-six millions of dol- 


tile of this town, have been settled, and a deed from 
the former to the latter of the whole property, has been 
placed upon record. So says the last Enquirer. 


Mormons. A letter from the vicinity of Nauvoo 
(Illinois), says: “The excitement on both sides of the 
river against the Mormons is increasing very fast. The 
conduct of Jo Smith and the other leaders is such as 
no community of white men can tolerate. It is the en- 
tire absence of all moral and religious principle that 
renders them so obnoxious to the Gentiles of all deno- 
minations, wherever they reside. 

“Jo Smith was yesterday arrested, between Nauvoo 
and Quincy, by the authorities of Illinois, on a requi- 
sition trom the governor from Missouri. May justice 
be meted out to him for his villainy. 

“Martin Harris, who was one of the witnesses to 
the book of Mormon, and who has been for some 
time leeturing in Iilinois against the Mormons, was 
found dead last week, having been shot through the 
head. He was, no doubt murdered. 


_ ‘THE musqutitoss have established an extensive sing- 
ing school in the office of the Galveston (Texas) Ga- 
zette, and the fleas avail themselves of the musical ad- 
vantages thus afforded, to foot it up and down over the 
editor’s body, in every sort of a dance, from the slow 
march to the rapid gallopade. The editor’s position is 
most interestingly uncomfortable. 


Pirrspure. In 1770 there were but 12 two story 
log houses, a few small cabins, and no brick houses. 
In 1783, a colored man, Charles Richards, kept the lead- 
ing hotel. ‘There was in 1800, and for a tew years af- 
ler, a race course on Oval Ground, surrounding about 
half the city, and that part where the larger portion of 
the churches are built— that early trade, commerce, and 
price of merchandise, were so different to the present; 
one article, nails, then selling at 20, sell now at 43 and 
5 centsa pound. In 1803 the manufactures amounted 
to $266,000; amount of produce brought to market, 
$92,000; the exports were $180,000; the itn ports 250.000 
dollars; leaving a balance against the city, of $70,000; 
which caused one of the best, and most worthy and use- 





Jars, being four millions and a half more than in 1839. 
Tue quantity of sugar exported was six times as large 
as the quantity of beet sugar grown in France during 
asimilar period. ‘The immense wealth of Cuba an 
her great productiveness, in despite of all the embar- 
russinents limposed upon her by Spain, renders her an 
object for the contemplation of political economists. 
The foreign trade of that island is equal to one- fitth of 
the foreign trade of the whole United Siates, includ- 
ing cutton, tobacco, bread stuffs, and all the rest. Her 
internal trade is, however, comparatively smull, as 
there is very little variety in the pursuits of her people, 
almost all of them being engaged in agriculture, and 
that confined to two artcles, the sugar cane and cof- 
fee tree. [N. Y. Jour Com. 


Deatus. During the last week there were 105 deaths 
in New York; of these 21 died of consumption. In 
Philadelphia 113, of which 47 were under two years of 
ave, and 19 died of consumption. In Baltimore 47; 20 


ful citizens, Mr Zadock Cramer, to warn the citizens 
to be more prudent, and “import less, and manufacture 
more.” [Pittsburg Int. 


A suave AT Newrort, R. I. Our Newport corres- 
weyers under date of the 24th, says that the brig Re- 
iet, of Cherryfield, Strout, from Norfolk for St. Johns. 
N. B. put in to land a slave who had secreted himself 
on board at Norfolk, in order to send him back to his 
owner. The name of the slave is Mansfield Jackson, 
and we are informed is owned by a widow lady—his 
guardian’s name is Archibald Allen, of Suffolk. We 
Jearn that Jackson had assisted in loading the brig, and 
that she had been at sea seven days before he was 
discovered, he having provided himself with provisions 
aud water. ‘The brig arrived here late in the afiernoon, 
too late to accomplish the captain’s object—he there- 
fore tied the slave and retired for the night; but the 
watch on deck having got asleep, the negro loosed his 
cords, stole the boat and landed on Goat Island, from 





were under two years, of which 20 were colored per- 








sons—16 free and 4 slaves. | 


Excuance. New York on London remains at 85a | 
83; on France 5.25; Poiladelptia 333 Baltimore 25a; | 
Richmond 33a4; North Carolina 4; Savannah 33; Au- 
rusta 10; Charleston tjalj; Mobile 93; Louisville 83; 
Nashville 12a15; St. Louis 123 Detroit 20. 

Ftour. Prices in the New York market advanced | 
last week to 85 37. 

Mrs. Hemans—L. E. L—anp 4 Micnican Rose. 
Laman Blanchard, in his “life of L. E. L.” states that 
uw tvuching aud grateful compliment was once paid to 
her. It was a tribute from America, sent from the far 
off banks of the Ohio—a curious specimen of the Mi- 
chigan rose, accompanied by a prayer that she would 
ant it on the grave of Mrs. Hemans. “To no 
hand,” adds her biographer. “could it have been more 
appropriately transmitted, than to the hand which 
wrote so reverently and sv rapturously of the genius of 
bat gifted woman.’ . 

’ yw ' monument to the memory of “L. E. L.” is about 
to be erected in England. At present “she sleeps in 
the barren sands of Africa,” and the mournful music 
of the billows to which she listened in her solitary 
secret dwelling, is now the dirge that resounds over 
her distant grave. 

Inventions. The marquis of Worcester, in 1655, pub- 
lished a list of one hundred new inventions, all of which 
he professed to have tried by actual! experiment. Among 
them were the following: An ursinkable ship—a boat, 
driving against wind and tde—an hou’ giass fountain— 

a pocket ladder—an often discharging pisiol—a flying 
man—a continually going watch—an imprisoning chair 
— method of discourse by colors—a most conceited 
tinder box—a semi-omnipolent engine. Phis last would 
appear to be the climax of machinery. | but, ridiculous 
as the marquis’ inventlons may sound, there is little 
doubt that he had anticipated many of the discoveries 
ef modern times, and that secrets which might have 
been useful, were buried with him. He would have 
been a ueasure to the patent office. 





———— 


Insane. By the census of 1849, ascertained at the 
dep iriment of state, the number of insane and idiotic 
reported in the United States, is 17,151; the population 
is 17 013,379, which gives one insane person to 990 in- 
habitants. 





ex-governor Mason and governor Doty, involving the 


| Bedfurd. Jackson says he has a wife in New York. 


ithe 21st ult. 27 persons have been discharged from the 


gil, and 500 barrels sperm, and 16,000 pounds of bone. 


| missiun within the territory of Wiskonsan, during the 


of the land, so extensive in ser 
Maptsox, W. T. All difficulties existing between | inviting in climate, and so rapidly 
enterprising and intelligent population. 


thence was conveyed ever to town by the person hav- 
ing charge of the fort. We learn that the blacks have 
taken him in charge, and have contribited money and 
clothes to his relief; and would convey him to New 


[N. ¥. Exp. 
Sine SING STATE Prison. During the month ending 
Sing Sing (New York) prison by expiration of sen- 
tence. ‘There remained at that date 763 males and 61 
females; total 824. 

SteamBoats. The Export, bound for Louisville, 
was run into by the Jo Nichol, on the 15th ult. at East 
Bend, forty-two miles below Cincinnati, causing her to 
sink in about 12 feet water. 

Srocks. United States bank of Pennsylvania, at 
New York, 183 to 19. Indiana bonds 58. 


THe waatine soe Mark Winstow, from the In- 
dian Ocean and St. Helena, wit 200 barrels whale 


at New York, reporis, among other vessels, the Jeffer- 
son, Baker, of Wilmington, with 2,400 barrels whale, 
1,200 barrels of sperm oil. 


Wueat. Prices advanced in the New York, Phi- 
eae and Baltimore markets. to $1 20 for best 
and from that downwards, according to quality. 


Wiskonsan. Nine missionaries have been in com- 
year. As the result of their counsels and those of their 
tellow laborers, the Presbyterian and Congregational 
churches, have been happily united in one ecclesiastical 
organization, auspcious of extensive and permanent 
good to the interest of Zion. The number of these 
churches in the terri‘ory of Wiskonsan is 24—-one-half 
of which have been organized during the year, and 
two-thirds of which have enjoyed within the same pe- 
riod revivals of religion. which have resulted in the 
hopeful conversion of 500 souls. T'he rev. Stephen 
Peet, of Milwaukie, has rendered important service to 
the missionary cause in this territory, the last two years, 
by the voluntary agency which he has performed in its 
behalf. His rep rts have heen spread before the 
churches, and have had a happy influence in awaken- 
ing their attention to the importance of occupying with 
Evangelical institutions, in its very infancy, a portion 
so fertile in soil, so 


—————————— 
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A NEW AND UNEXPECTED CANDIDATE FOR Typ 
PRESIDENCY. On Saturday last, a man, evidently 
disordered in bis upper story, presented bimse(f ,, 
the white house, and with much vehemence, bot) in 
manner and speech, put in his claim to hold the 
office of chief magistrate of the union. The Steward 
of the white hous«, not perfectly satisfied wit) the 
validity of the claim thus unexpectedly and abrapt. 
ly set forth, attempted, with some other persons, to 
eject the claimant; but the lgtter became so obstre per. 
ous aud violent that it was deemed prudent and ne. 
cessary to send for a police officer, who conducted 
the lofty aspirant befure justice Morsext, whd, afie; 
due exainination, committed the maniac to prison.— 
The person referred to gave in his name to the ma. 
gistrate as John Henry Haupt, of Virginia. He ig 
a German, and maintains that he is the veritable 
president of the United States, and will eject the 
present incumbent in a few days, with the aid of g 
numerous army, &v.! 


Fourta or Jury accinents. “The N. York 
Express says,” a correspondent of the Philadelphia 
U, S, Gazette, in order to prevent as far as possible, 
the occurrence of accidents during the celebration of 
of the national anniversary, publishes the following 
directions for the management of cannoén, which we 
hope will not be lost sight of by those charged wit} 
the duty of firing salutes, 

Ordnance board, March 2d, 181}, 

The accidental explosions of cannon, by which 
many lives and limbs are lost a nually,are generally 
caused by fragments of the burning cartridge, from a 
previous discharge remaining in the gun, and which 
are not extinguished before the next charge is tn. 
serted. 

By observing the following directions, most of 
these accidents may be prevented. 

Ist. The powder should be contained in a cart- 
ridge bag, made of worsted stuff or serge; the materi- 
al should be entirely of wool, of a close texture, and 
the bag should be sewed with woollen yarn. 

2d. ‘The spoage should be made of woollen fringe, 
or sheep skin, with the wool outward, and it shoul¢ 
fit the gun snugly, and fill the bore, 

3d. The finger stall is made of buckskin, or 
other soft leather, with a cushion stuffed with hair. 
The vent (touch hole) shouid be stopped by forci- 
bly pressing this cushion upon it while the gun 1s 
After the gun has been 
fired, it must be carefully sponged to extinguish any 
burning remains of the cartridge. If this be done 
carefully with a dry sponge, it is certain to extin- 
guish any piece of barning flannel. The sponge 
should be forced down firmly against the bottom of 
the bore, and in this position it should be turned 
round two or three times in each direction. Care 
should be taken not to use a wet sponge. If it be 
slightly damped, it may do no harn; but it is far 
safer to use the sponge dry, than when it contains 
water, for the water is squeezed out, and remains in 
the bottom ofthe bore. On inserting the next cart- 
ridge, its lowest end gets thoroughly soaked, and the 
wet powder dves not burn on discharging the piece. 
but is driven into the pores of the wovllen stuff, and 
forms a kind of match, which not only retains fire, 


being sponged and I»aded, 


| but is with difficulty extinguished with the sponge; 


whereas a dry piece o1 buring woollen is easily ex- 
tinguished. ‘The free use of water in sponying is the 
frequent cause of accidental explosions. 

If the piece flash, or the priming tube biows, it 
should be approached carefully. ‘The person who 
repriwes it, should approach in front of the axletree 
to avoid being injuried by the recoil, in case the picce 
goes olf froin fire remaining in the vent. 

None but careful, suber men, and well instructed, 
should be allowed to sponge a gun, or serve the veut. 
The foregoing instructious have been prepared i0 
obedience to the directions of the secrctary of war, of 
this date, and are respectfully submitted for his sanc- 


tion, BENJ. HUGER, Capt, and secretary. 





filling up with “od 


Approved—J. R. Porrezrrt. 
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